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ABSTRACT 

The estimates in this report are the product of 
research conducted over the past decade. They represent an extension 
of the Administrative Records method, the newest of the estimating 
techniques used at the U.S. Census Bureau for producing population 
estimates. Two chapters are devoted to a detailed discussion of the 
methodology used to derive the f -imates that are presented in the 
remaining chapters. One chapter is devoted to trends in the Black 
population, one to trends in the "other races" population, and one to 
trends in the Hispaniw population, all for the period 1980 to 1985. 
Fifty-one tables provide detailed statistical information. Highlights 
of the report include the following: The Black population in the 
United States experienced an 8.3 percent growth rate between 1980 and 
1985. The "other races" population increased 36.1 percent in that 
time span, due largely uo international immigration. The Hispanic 
population increased by 22.9 percent over the same period. The South 
continues to have both the greatest number of Blacks and the greatest 
proportion of total population that is Black. The "other races" 
population constitutes a much greater share of the total population 
in the West than in other parts of the country. California and Texas 
contain almost 55 percent of the Hispanics in the country. More than 
10 percent of the nation's Black population lives in the New York 
City metropolitan area. By 1985, greater Los Angeles had become the 
first U.S. metropolitan area to have an "other races" population in 
excess of one million. Over one-half of the Hispanic population in 
1985 lived in seven metropolitan areas, with Los Angeles having by 
far the largest concentration. This document presents primary data 
for use by teachers in developing lesson plans or by students working 
on individual or group projects. (JB) 
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I Chapter 1. Introduction 



FOREWORD 

This report presents population estimates by race and 
v ' Hispanic origin for States, metropolitan areas and selected 
counties for 1980 through 1985. The estimates In this 
report aro the product of research conducted over the past 
decade. They represent an extension of the Administrative 
: Records method, the newest of the estimating techniques 
for producing population estimates for States, counties, 
and places ut the Census Bureau. The methodology used 
to prepare the population estimates In this report has not 
been fully tested against the results of a decennial census 
and should be consldereo developmental. Furthermore, 
those estimates have not bden Integrated into the Census 
Bureau's current estlmateis program. 

Because of the developmental character of these sub- 
national population estimates, they are being presented as 
a research/developmental report (designated RD) In Series 
P-25, Population Estimates and Projections. The object of 
this research/developmental category for reports is to 
provide a forum for dissemination of Information from new 
Census Bureau research activities that are not formally 
integrated into current programs. 

Although the Bureau of the Census publishes national 
estimates of the United States population by race and 
Hispanic origin, we have not routinely produced estimates 
by race for StatesS nor have we previously issued subna- 
tional estimates of the Hispanic population. It should be 
stressed that the population estimates presented In this 
roport are not entirely consistent with existing Census 
Bureau estimates, nor are they me&nt to replace or super- 
sede them. Rather, these estimates are presented for the 
convenience of potential user^ of these data prior to their 
fonnal Integration into the Census Bureau's regular popu- 
lation estimates program. 



BACKGROUND 

The Bureau of tlie Census has developed an extensive 
program for providing population estimates in the years 
between decennial censuses. In addition to making monthly 
national estimates of the United Slates' total, resident, and 



^Current Population Reports, Series P-23, No. 67, 'Population EstI* 
mates by Race for States: July 1, 1973 and 1975' was a one>timd 
offering. The scope and data sources used In that report were far les^ 
comprehensive than what is contained here. 



Civilian populations, the Bureau also prepares annual 
population estimates for the United States by detailed 
demographic characteristics, I.e., age, sex, race, and His- 
panic origin.2 

At the State level, the Census Bureau's current program 
provides population estimates by single years of age and 
sex3 but does not present information on race or Hispanic 
origin. For publication purposes, the individual age esti- 
mates are combined into broad groups, although greater 
age detail is available upon request. County estimates of 
the total population are alsu produced annually,^ but the 
Bureau's regular estimates program provides no data on 
demographic characteristics for counties. The Censuci 
Bureau does prepare another set of so-called "experi- 
mental" population estimates for counties by age, sex, and 
race. These estimates, i<nown as the "NCI estimates",^ 
are produced for two race categories— Whites and a 
combined Black and Other Races grouping. In its regular 
estimates program, the Census Bureau also produces 
estimates of the total population for some 38,000 local 
governmental units biennially for even numbered years, 
again without demographic characteristics.^ The popula- 
tion estimates by race and Hispanic origin in this report will 
begin to fill an important gap in the population estimates 
program. 

Following the publication of the 1973 and 1975 State 
estimates for racial groups^, the Census Bureau continued 
to investigate ways of Improving the estimation procedures 



^Current Population Reports, Series P-25 No, 1022, United States 
Population Estimates, by Age, Sex, and Race: 1980 to 1987. For 
estimation purposes, all persons are assigned into one of three mutually 
exclusive race classes; White, Black, or Other Races, Other Races 
include Asians, Pacific Islanders. American Indians. Eskimos, and Aleuts. 
HIspanics can be of any race. 

^ Current Population Reports Series P-2S, No 1024, State Population 
and Household Estimates, with Age, Sex, and Components of Change: 
1981-87. 

'Current Population Reports, Setles P-26, No. 88-A, Provisional 
Estimates of the Population of Counties, July 1, 1986. 

"'NCI' stands for the National Cancer Institute, the agency which 
sponsors these estimates. The population estimates produced under this 
agreement are used by the National Cancer Institute to compute rates of 
cancer prevalence, Incidence, and mortality. See P-23, No. 158, 'Meth- 
odology for Experimental County Population Estimates for the 1 980's' for 
a description of the methods used to produce the NCI estimates. The NCI 
estimates rely on the estimates presented In this report at several steps 
in the estimation process. 

'Cun'ent Population Reports, Series P-26, No. 86-NE-SC, No. S6- 
ENC-SC. No. 86-WNC-SC, No. 86-S-SC, and No. SG-W-SC contain 1986 
population estimates for subcounty governmental units. 

'Current Population Reports. Series P-?3, No. 67, op. cit. 



used there. An evaluation of unpublished race estimates 
for IdSO against census results confirmed that the State 
and metropolitan area estimates for the Black population 
were comparable In accuracy to the estimates for the total 
' population^ 

' The estimated of the Other Races population for 1980 
were not as accurate as those for Blacks; and Hispanic 
estimates for 1980 were not attempted. But, postcensal 
estimates for the Other Races and Hispanic populations 
are needed by data users. The national rate of population 
Increase between 1980 and 1985 in these two groups 
(36.1 and 22.C percent, respectively) dwarfs the 5.2 per« 
cent growth in the total population of the United States and 
even the 8.3 percent growth In the Black population over 
the same five>year period, in light of the rapid growth of the 
Other Races and Hispanic populations, it is reasonable to 
believe that the subnational postcensal estimates of these 
two groups are of particular interest and should be pub> 
lished even though they may be less accurate than the 
estimates for the Black population. 



FORMAT AND FOCUS 

The population estimates appearing here are generated 
by an elaborate version of the "componenf^ procedure. 
Because of The technical nature of the subject, the 
methodological part of the report has been divided into a 
general and a detailed section. The general section (chapter 

2) providos information essential for a basic understanding 
of the method and an evaluation of previous estimates, but 
it stops there. The detailed methodology section (chapter 

3) Is directed toward more experienced users of population 
estimates. It covers the measurement of Internal migration, 
and discusses the underlying methodology and data in 
great detail. It may be practical for those readers satisfied 
with the general discussion to skip the detailed methodol- 
ogy ard proceed directly to the presentation of the esti- 
mates (chapters 4 through 6). 

Chapters 4, 5, and 6 provide analysis of the resulting 
population estimates. Each of the three chapters covers a 
specific group. Chapter 4 discusses trends in the Black 
population; chapter 5 deals with persons of Other Races; 
and chapter 6 covers recent trends in the Hispanic popu- 
lation. Detailed tables presenting population estimates for 



'David L. Word and Meyer Zitter, 'Further Developments In Intercen- 
sal Population Estimates Using Administrative Records,' Proceedings of 
the Social Statistics Section of the American Statistical Association, 
1S82: 260-265. The evaluation results appearing in that publication plus 
some additional findings on levels /f accuracy of the Black population are 
found at the conclusion of Chapter 2. 

"A component population estimate derives Its name from the fact that 
it appends an estimate of population chattge by component (i.e., births, 
deaths, and migration) to the results of the previous census. 



States, metropolitan areas with an estimated proup popu- 
lation exceeding 10,000, and selected Individual counties 
follow the short expository sections of each of these 
chapters. The analysis in each of the three chapters is 
self-contained and deals only with the population esti- 
mates for the particular group and that group's relative 
share of the total population. 

Ail detailed tables are presented on facing pages whether 
for States, metropolitan areas, or specific counties. The 
left side provides the 1985 population estimate, the 1980 
censuc> count, and components of change-I.e., births, 
deaths, and net migration-for the five-year period. The net 
migration component is further subdivided to provide an 
estimate of that portion uf net migration attributable to net 
immigration from outside of the United States. The right 
side of each table provides annual population estimates for 
the group for the individual years 1980 through 1985, and 
the group's estimated percentafe of total population for 
1980 and 1985. 

The detailed tables within chapters 4, 5, and 6 follow the 
same pattern. Each begins with estimates of the popula- 
tion for States and is followed by two tables consisting of 
estimates of the aggregate metropolitan and nonmetropol- 
itan populations for States. A fourth table contains esti- 
mates of individual metropolitan areas, with primary met- 
ropolitan statistical areas (PMSA's) appearing under their 
parent consolidated metropolitan statistical area (CMSA's). 
A fifth and final table in each chapter contains population 
estimates for selected individual metropolitan counties. All 
population estimates dealing with States or the metropol- 
itan and nonmetropolitan portions of States are displayed 
without restriction on estimated levels of population. How- 
ever, a minimum population standard of 10,000 is required 
for inclusion in the individual metropolitan area tables. The 
population level required to appear in the tables of individ- 
ual counties is 80,000 for Blacks, 20,000 for persons of 
Other Races and 40,000 for Hispanlcs. 

The primary reason for providing a population floor In 
the display of population estimates of metropolitan areas 
and counties in this report is that local population esti- 
mates involving small numbers of people are generally 
less accurate than those with greater numbers of people. 
This finding is confirmed when discussing the accuracy of 
the Black population estimates at the conclusion of Chap- 
ter 2. Furthermore, there is less general interest in esti- 
mates for groups with small populations. 

Since the emphasis of this report is on the Black, Other 
Races, and Hispanic populations, we have not presented 
estimates of the White population here. However, p;}puia- 
tion estimates for Whites ware developed using the same 
methodology as for the three groups shown in this report. 
Although the sum of the White, Black, and Other Races 
population of an area do not necessarily agree with the 
Census Bureau's previously published official estimates, 
the differences are generally small. Information on the 
magnitude of these differences for 1985 appears in chap- 
ter "General Methodology." 



t?-. .-^ .»;.-... > - 



Chapter 2. General Methodology 



STANDARD ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS- 
AN OVERVIEW 

The population estimates featured in this report are 
prepared by an extension of the Census Bureau's Admin- 
istrative Records method\ The mnemonic EAR, from the 
initial letters in Extended Administiative Records, is used 
to describe this descendant of the parent Administrative 
Records method. EAR will bj used exclusively as the 
name of this new method throughout the remainder of this 
report. 

Chapter 2 describes the methods and data sources 
used to develop the population estimates for EAR as well 
as those for the stjandard Administrative Records method. 
The first part of tne chapter contains more details of the 
standard Administrative Records method than what has 
appeared in previous Census Bureau publications. A sec- 
ond section concentrates on the metho'ds and data sources 
of EAR. 

To a large extent, the two sections are quite similar. The 
most important difference between the two methods is that 
EAR disaggregates internal migration and other compo- 
nents by age, sex, race/ Hispanic while the standard 
version of Administrative records is limited to two catego- 
ries—over age 65 and under age 65. The second section 
of Chapter 2 describes the modifications made to some of 
the data sources needed for the disaggrenate estimates of 
the race/iHispanic breakdowns which ore of particular 
importance. 

A third section of this chapter discusses the accuracy of 
tlie EAR estimates. It includes a comparison of the EAR 
estimates for the total population of States and large 
metropolitan areas for 1 985 and the official Census Bureau 
estimates. In addition, there is an evaiui^tion of 1360 
estimates of the Blacl^ population for States and metropol- 
itan areas from an earlier ve.sion of EAR with the 1980 
census. This final section of the chapter also discusses 
how the use of demographic detail on only a sample of tax 
returns might affect the accuracy of a population estimate. 



in order to understand the EAR methodology, the 
reader must have some knowledge of the standard Admin- 
istrative Records method and its data sources. The Admin- 
istrative Records method has been a staple of local area^ 
population estimation since 1 975. It is a component niethod, 
constructed by appending an estimate of one year's 
population change onto the previous year's population 
estimate, in its most elementary form, it can be reduced 
algebraically to: 

P(t) » P(t-1) +Change In the interval (t-l.t) (1) 

in equation (1), P(t) is the population estimate for yeart, 
and P(t-l) is the population estimate for the preceding 
year. When t Is equal to 1981, P(t-1) will be, by definition, 
the population count at the time of the 1980 Census. 

This equation is somewhat oversimplified. If the area 
of estimation is a State or county, the population in 
the estimate year, P(t), Is the sum of two populatior 
segments — the population under 65 years of age and the 
population aged 65 years and over; or, in algebraic terms: 

P(t)=P(t,<65)+P(t,&65) (2) 

For subcounty areas, only equatton (1 ) Is used because the 
total population is estimated in one step. EAR'S geo- 
graphic reference for its population estimates are individ- 
ual counties or groups of counties within a State. As a 
consequence, this chapter will cover the procedural deta'>s 
of standard Administrative Records thr.t deal with popula- 
tion estimates for counties (where the estimation model 
breaks the population Into two age groups, over and under 
age 65). 



Population Aged 65 and Over 

The population estimates of the two age segments 
shown in equation (2) are prepared differently. The esti- 
mate for the older and less numerous of the two popula- 
tions is determined by adding one year's change in Medi- 
care enrollment to the previous year's estimate of the 
population aged 65 and over: 

P{t,& 65) =-- P(t-1,a 65) +Medlcare(t) - 
Medicare (t-1) (3) 



'See Current Popu'Mou (Reports, Series P-25. No. 957, " Estimates of 
the Population of States; l970toi983," pp. 6-7 for a concise description 
of the method. 



1' " 



'In the literature of population estimation, local area refers to any 
governmental unit within the United States (e.g., States.counties, cities, 
townships, etc.). 



Participation in the hledicare p^'cgram administered by the 
Health Care Financing Administration \HCFA) Is very hign. 
Over 95 percent of the population 65 and over Is enrolled 
in this popular federal program. Thus, the measure of 
change in Medicare enrollment for any area provides a 
highly useful proxy for change in the population aged 65 
and over for that area. 



Population Under 65 Years of Age 

The equation used to derive the estimate of population 
under 65 for States and counties is a variation of the 
standard demographic dccounting equation: 

p(t)=P(t.1)+B-.D+M+ A GQ (4) 

The new entries in equation (4) are births, deaths, migra- 
tion, and change in the group quarters (GQ) population. 
Migration is subdivided into internal migration (more prop- 
erly, "household domestic migration") p.iid net interna- 
tional migration, internal migration. In the context of this 
report, refers to the movement of persons across county 
boundaries, international migration refers only to the esti- 
mates of aliens maldng an initial entry into the United 
States in the estimate year less estimates of alien emi- 
grants over the same interval. 

Births. The vital statistics offices in the individual States 
are the primary source for data on annual resident births 
for the States and counties^. 

Deaths. Tabulated deaths, lil<e births, are available from 
the individual State vital statistics offices. A problem arises 
here because data on age at death are required for the 
estimation process, but data on age of death are not 
usually available from State publications. The National 
Center for {Health Statistics (NCHS) does tabulate death by 
age for States and these data are used as a direct 
component in the State version of the Administrative 
Records methodology. To calculate deaths under age 65 
for counties, national mortality rates by age, race, and sex 
are applied to the 1980 county population under age 65. 

Internal MlMfStlon. This component gives the Adminis- 
trative Records method its unique role in population esti- 
mation methodology. The method is based on two princi- 
pal assumptions. First, that migration rates for taxppyers 
can be measured by matching addresses on tax returns 



'Over twenty years ago, the Census Bureau and the governors of the 
60 States entered into an agreement whereby the governor appointed an 
egepcy of State government to work with the Census Bureau on matters 
of population estimation. The Pederal'State Cooperative Program for 
Population Estimates (PSCPE)has evolved to the point where State data 
needed for population estimation are usually provided through the 
auspices of the PSCPE coriiact. 



from one year to another. Secondly, that these migration 
rates calculated for the taxpaying population are appro- 
priate for estimating migration for the population under age 
65 within the area. The Census Bureau first used the 
Administrative Record method in 1975 while preparing 
revised 1 973 population estimates for States. It has proved 
to be extremely successful in tests, particularly for States 
and counties.^ 

The Census Bureau, through the use of the Social 
Security number, matches the addresses of tax returns 
annually to derive migration rates for States and counties 
and biennially to determine migration rates for other gov- 
ernmental units. The logic underlying the estimation of 
migration is straightfonvard. All tax returns can have one of 
four Dossible migration statuses^^: 

(1) An individual tax return is filed from area A in year 
(t-1), but no corresponding tax return is filed in year 
t. This is called an UNMATCHED YEAR— 1 return. 

(2) A tax return is filed from area A in both year (t-1) 
and year t. This is a NONMiGRANT return. 

(3) A tax return is filed from area A in year (t-1), but 
from area B in year t. This return is simultaneously 
an OUT from area A and an IN to area B. 

(4) A tax return Is filed from area A in year t but no 
corresponding return was found in year (t-1). This 
is an UNMATCHED YEAR-2 return. 

The two categories of unmatched returns provide no 
evidence of migration and so do not enter into the calcu- 
lation of an area's migration rate. The rate of gross 
outmigration (GOMR) is properly defined as: 

GOMR = (OUTS)/(NONMIGRANTS + OUTS) (5) 

Although not technically a migration rate, the gross inmi- 
gration rate (GIMR) is defined here as: 

GIMR = (INS)/(NONMIGRANTS + OUTS) (6) 

This formulation conveniently allows the net migration rate 
(NMR) to be defined as: 

NMR = (INS - OUTS)/(NONMIGRANTS + OUTS) (7) 

The estimate of an area's total net migration for the 
migration year beginning July 1, (t-1) and ending on June 
30, t is derived l7y multiplying the net migration rate above 
by fhe estimated base population under age 65 in year 
(M). 



^Current Population Reports, Series P<26, No. 867, op, clt, and Word 
and Zltter, op. clt 

"In practice, migration rates are estimated using tax exemptions, not 
tax returns. Per simplicity, the explanation of the derivation of internal 
migration rates will refer to tax returns rather than exemptions appearing 
on those tax returns. 



This explanation describes the essentials of the method 
Abused to measure migration in the Administrative Records 
fv method. The method relies heavily on matching tax returns. 
^/The ability to match returns Is, in turn, based on the 
^ requirement of a Social Security numbr«r on all Federal 
i-inconiie tax returns. This is the sole identifier used for 
^charting migration. The accuracy of the method is also a 
?: function of the relationship of migration of taxpayers to that 
t of the total population. If coverage of tax returns (i.e., the 
: ratio of taxpayers to population) is high, the procedure 
^ should provide accurate estimates of total domestic migra- 
^ tion. When coverage is low, the confidence in (though not 
necessarily the accuracy of) the derived migration estimate 
Is lowered. 

International Migration. This component is separated 
from internal migration because the data sources required 
to estimate the internal migration component, consecutive 
year tax retuins, are not usually available for immigrants 
prior to their arrival In the United States. 

Data on the number, characteristics, and country of 
origin of persons receiving permanent residence alien 
status in the United States are available from the Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization Service (INS) while information on 
refugee arrivals are available from the Office of Refugee 
Resettlement (ORR). The Census Bureau has developed 
itsownestlmatesof emigrattonand undocumented immigiatione 
to supplement the INS and ORR data. 

These fOur separate immigration components form the 
basis for the national estimate of total net international 
immigration. That national estimate of Interr.ational migra- 
tion Is partitioned into 16 mutually exclusive source areas. 
The total estimate of immigrants into t;ie United States 
from each of these 16 source areas is allocated to States 
and counties using the distribution of the foreign born 
population counted in the 1980 census who arrived in the 
United States between 1975 and 1980. 

Group Quarters Population. Persons living In group 
quarters, such as military barracks, college dormitories, 
mental institutions, prisons, etc., have different migration 
patterns from the general population. First, their stay is 
usually temporary. Second, research has shown that the 
ratio of income tax exemptions to population is low for 
areas with a substantial GQ population. By inference, 
persons in GQs either tend not to file Federal tax returns 
or, at the very least, tend not to use the mailing address of 
their GQ residence when they do file a Federal tax return. 

To overcome these obstacles, the estimated GQ pop- 
ulation (under 65) for a county is determined by a "net- 
change" approach analogous to that used In determining 
the total population over age 65. The Census Bureau 
monitors the GQ population in 3000 separate installations 
on an annual basis. If a county does not contain one or 



"Current Population Reports, Series No. 1000, Estimation of the 
Population of the United States by Age, Sex, and Race: 1960 to 1966. 



more of these installations, we assume that the GQ 
population of the county remains at the 1980 census level. 
Otherwise, the estimated current GQ population of the 
county Is the GQ population of the county in 1980 modified 
by the changes in GQ population for those installations 
being track<i)d: 

GQ(t) := GQ(t-l) + lnstallation(t) - lnstallation(t-1) (8) 

In the Administrative Record method for States and coun- 
ties, GQ(t) and GQ(t-l) represent the census-level popu- 
lation within group quarters underage 65. Although there is 
a rather substantial GQ population over the age of G5 living 
in nursing homes, the universe of individual installations for 
the Administrative Records estimates does not contain 
nursing homes. Estimates of change in the population over 
age 65 residing in group quarters is assumed to be covered 
through the use of the Medicare statistics. 



EXTENDED ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS 
(EAR)- METHODOUOGY 



Overview 

EAR is very similar in design to the standard Adminis- 
trative Records method but it provides more demographic 
information at the expense of less geographic detail. 
Whereas the standard Administrative Records method 
treats the population of each State or county as the sum of 
two groups (i.e., the population under age 65 and the 
population aged 65 and over), EAR divides the population 
into 52 separate demographic groups. EAR'S data sources 
are essentially the same as those for Administrative Records, 
but EAR uses (or assigns) information on age, sex, race, 
and Hispanic origin to those data. EAR'S geographic 
universe covers the entire United States, but it contains 
just 468 mutually exclusive areas which consist of one or 
more whole counties. The individual EAR areas can be 
combined to produce estimates for every State as well as 
all metropolitan areas. 

Demographic Detail. For each of the 486 EAR areas, the 
population is subdivided by age, sex, and race/ Hispanic 
oriyin. Seven age groups are separately estimated: under 
20 years of age, 20-24, 25-34, 35-44, 45-54, 55-64. and 65 
yea''3 and over. For the youngest age group, only the total 
population is estimated, but for the other six age groups 
estimates are made for males and females separately, 
yielding 13 age-sex groups. Three racial divisions are used: 
Whites, Blacks, and Other Races. These three race groups 
are mutually exclusive and cover the entire population. In 
add'tion, separate estimates are prepared for the Hispanic 
population, whose members can belong to any of the three 
racial classes. In all, 52 age-sex-race/Hispanic categories 
are prepared (13 age-sex groups for each of three races 
and for Hispanics). 

r ' 
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The initial population estimate for each demographic 
cell within a geographic area is developed by a cohort- 
component process. The components are the same as 
those used for the standard Administrative Records esti- 
mates, but EAR also incorporates the demographic princi- 
ple of aging into the model. Using White females aged 
35.44 years as an example?, the basic EAR equation is: 

Pw,f(t,36^4) = Pw.t(t-i ,35.44) " Dw.i 
+ Mw.f * A GQ w.f 
+ EntrantSw.f ■ ExitSw.t (9) 

The estimation starts with Pw.f(t-1 ,35-44)— the population 
of White females aged 35-44 in the year preceding the 
estimate year, and subtracts Ow,r-dealhs to White females 
aged 35-44 during the year, adds Mw,r~>^>g>'ants (both 
internal and international) in the group, and adds 
A GQw,r~change in the group quarters population among 
White females aged 35-44. The final two terms are used to 
account for the demographic process of aging. "Entrants" 
refers to White females aged 34 years in year (t-1) who 
turn 35 during the year and move into the group being 
estimated. For the youngest age group, the "entrants" are 
births. "Exits," in this example, are White females cged 44 
in year (t-1) who are no longer in the age group at the end 
of the year because they have aged into the next group. 
This same basic equation is applied to all 44 age-sex- 
race/Hispanic ceils for persons under 65 years of age in 
each EAR area. 

Geographic Detail. EAR'S geographic universe consists 
of 488 mutually exclusive county groupings. The specific 
areas were chosen with two principal criteria in mind. Each 
EAR area was defined to be contiguous counties with 
somewhat homogeneous population characteristics^ Also, 
the defined areas provide the flexibility of creating simul- 
taneous population estimates for States and metropolitan 
areas. 

Every county whose combined Black, Other Races, anH 
Hispanic populations exceeded 100,000 in 1980 is a 
separate EAR area. E,3Ch area is either wholly metropoli- 
tan or wholly nonmetropolitan and is entirely contained 
within a single state. Therefore, the EAR areas can be 
aggregated to provide estimates for States (including the 
metropolitan and nonmetropolitan portions thereof) and 
individual metropolitan areas. 

Aggregation of Estimates and Population Controls. 

One chief distinction between EAR end standard Admin- 
istrative Records is that the population estimates by race 
and Hispanic origin for the EAR areas are formed by 



^MulUcounty metropolitan areas within a State having small numbers 
of Blacks, persons of Other Races, or Hispanics were not subdivided. 
However, it any one county within the metropolitan area had large 
numbe.'S of Black's, persons of Other Races, or Hispanics, it became a 
separate EAR area. 



aggregating individual population estimates for the specific 
age-sex-race cells. Thus, for example, the estimated alt 
races population of the area is the sum of the population 
estimates of the three raa groups. Traditional estimation 
methods, on the other hand, use a top-down approach, 
meaning that the estimates and components for smaller 
geographic areas must be adjusted to agree with previously- 
derived estimates for higher levels of geography. In the 
standard Administrative Records method, county popula- 
tion estimates are adjusted to agree with previously pre- 
pared State population estimatt^s. 

The initial population estimate fcr any age-sex^ace/ Hispanic 
cell in an EAR area is developed by the cohort-component 
process illustrated in equation (9). These cell estimates are 
subject only to an independent national control total for 
that cell. For example, the estimates for White females 
aged 35-44 for all 488 EAR areas are forced to agree only 
with a national estimate for the number of White females 
aged 35-44. The population estimates by race and His- 
panic origin for any area appearing in this report result from 
aggregating specific cell values by age and sex for the 
appropriate race/Hispanic group. No further efforts are 
taken to align the 3e numbers to any existing population 
estimates for geographic areas. 

The independent national control totals for age, sex, 
race, and Hispanic populations represent estimates derived 
by a cohort-component process starting from the 1980 
census. The national race and Hispanic numbers appear- 
ing in this report differ slightly from those published by the 
Census Bureau because the EAR initial populations for 
1 980 were modified to correct various reporting errors and 
anomalies in the 1980 Census^. However, the numerical 
values for the national components of population change 
since 1980 in EAR are the same as those used in other 
Census Bureau estimates. 

Components of Population Change. As stated earlier, 
EAR uses the same basic data on components of popula- 
tion change as does the basic Administrative Records 
method. All of the data for the components of change 
other than internal migration are available for individual 
counties. The county-level data for those components of 
chanpe are aggregated to the appropriate EAR geographic 
area before carrying out the final calculation of internal 
migration. The explanations of the EAR components given 
below focus on the age, sex, race, and Hispanic detail that 
is required by EAR. Except for internal migration, the 
explanations are relatively straightforward. 

Detailed information on internal migration by age, sex. 
race, and Hispanic origin is the essential defining feature of 
EAR. Accordingly, this chapter provides an overview of the 



°See Current Population Reports, Series P*25, No. 1000 for a descrip- 
tion of the methods used to derive national estimates for age-8ex*race 
groups. The methods used for the Hispanic estimates are described in a 
forthcoming report, also in the P-25 series. 

The modifications to the 1980 Census to establish Initial values for the 
EAR estimates are described later in this chapter. 



internal migration measurement process, wliil& Cliapter 3 
provides a detailed description and evaluation of tlie 
methiods used to estimate internal migration. Chiapter 2 
does contain essential requirements for estimating} the 
component of internal migration for demographiic groups. 
However, thie actual derivation of the internal migration 
component and the acquisition of usable race data are so 
complex that a separate chapter (chapter 3) is provided to 
describe the mechanics of EAR more fully. That chapter is 
self-contained and is available for readers interested in the 
full methodological detail. Others can skip Chapter 3 
entirely and proceed directly to the substantive chapters 
reporting on the estimates for specific race and Hispanic 
populations, chapters 4-6. 



Population Aged 65 and Over 

EAR calculates change in the population aged 65 and 
over for racial groups in a manner similar to the standard 
Administrative Records method (i.e., by adding change in 
Medicare enrollment to the base population aged 65 and 
over) as shown in equation (3) on page 3. The Medicare 
statistics used in EAR, are subdivided by sex and race but 
do not differentiate Blacks from persons of Other Races. 
Therefore, the Medicare data can be used directly to 
estimate only the White population. For Blacks and Other 
Races, the estimated change in the population aged 65 
years and over is measured by change in the number of tax 
exemptions in this age group for the smaller of the two 
groups. The estimated population change in the larger of 
these two groups (usually Blacks) is measured as a 
residual (i.e., change in Medicare enrollment for Blacks 
and Other Races combined minus change in tax exemp- 
tions over age 65 for the smaller of these two racial 
groups). 

The Individual Medical record does not contain an 
explict Hispanic identification code to obtain an estimate of 
the Hispanic population 65 and over. We added a one 
year's change in the Spanish surname exemptions for 
persons aged 65 and over (as defined by the 1980 Census 
List of Spanish Surnames) to the previous year's estimate 
of Hispanics aged 65 and over. These preliminary esti- 
mates of the elderly Hispanic population for all EAR areas 
are subsequently adjusted to agree with an independently 
derived national estimate of Hispanics in this age group. 



Population Under 65 Years of Age 

EAR estimates for the population under 65 years of age 
are derived using equati'* ' (9). The components of popu- 
lation change come from Me same data sources de.tcribed 
earlier for standard Administrative Records estimates. 

Births. NCHS (National Center For Health Statistics) is 
the sole source of data for births. NCHS tabulates births for 
counties using the place of residence of the mother and a 



number of racial categories that can be aggregated to 
provide data for Whites, Blacks, and Other Races. These 
data are used directly in the EAR estimates for the 
population under 20 years of age by racial groups. 

Beginning in 1980, NCHS began to produce county- 
level data on Hispanic births for those States collecting 
data relating to Hispanic births. Currently, the 24 States 
that participate in this undertaking account for over 90 
percent of the nation's Hispanic population. Estimates of 
Hispanic births for EAR areas in the remainder of the 
nation are developed by multiplying fertility rates (based on 
data from the 24 participating States) times estimates of 
Hispanic women of childbearing ages. 

Deaths. NCHS tabulates county deaths for three race 
groups by sex and 10-year age intervals beginning at age 
5. These data are used directly in the estimates appearing 
in this report. To estimate Hispanic deaths by age and sex 
for EAR, the national age-sex mortality rates for the total 
resident population were applied to the estimates of the 
Hispanic population in the EAR area by age and sex for the 
previous year. 

International Migration. As in the standard Administra- 
tive Records method, the national total of net international 
migration for each year is subdivided by country of origin. 
Immigrants are distributed to geographic areas within the 
United States by each of 16 source countries of birth using 
the geographic distribution of immigrants from the 1980 
census who entered the United States between 1 975 and 
1980. The immigrant's country of birth determines the 
race/Hispanic classification; e.g., those born in Mexico are 
classified as Hispanic and White; in Canada, non-Hispanic 
and White; U; India, non-Hispanic and Other Races; in 
Jamaica, non-Hispanic and Black, etc. A single sex and 
age distribution of alien immigrants arriving in the United 
States from 1980 through 1985 is applied to the county 
estimates of international immigration by race/Hispanic 
category to obtain age-sex estimates of this component. 

Group Quarters Population. The group quarters popula- 
tion estimate assumes that the age-sex-race/HispanIc 
distribution of the GO population under age 65 for an EAR 
area in 1980 will remain constant throughout the 1980's. 
The total GO population for each EAR area Is estimated by 
equation (8) on page 5. In theory this could be a ptoblem, 
but in practice it has not proved to be^. 

Cohort Effect. One additional component In age estima- 
tion, and an important one, is the cohort effect. In order to 
make an estimate of the population aged 35 to 44 in year 
t, the most essential data are the population aged 35 to 44 
in year (t-1 ), those age 34 in year (t-1 ), and those age 44 in 
year (t-1). The latter two groups are the entrants and exits 



"Very few EAR areas contain individual Installations that are large 
relative to the total population of the area. Also, the changes in the 
demographic distribution within a type of installation are very small. For 
example, females made up 9.2 percent of the Nation's Armed Forces in 
1986, an increase of only 1.4 percent from the 1980 figure of 7.8 percent. 
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Shown in equation (9) on page 6. For each of the 488 EAR 
areas, estimates of exits from one age group and entrants 
into the adjacent older age group are calculated from 
national factors on age distribution within the specific 
grouping, in other words, the EAR estimation model assumes 
that the proportion of 35-44 year-old White females who 
are age 44 in any given year is constant for all EAR areas. 

In terms of the estimates for each age group, this 
assumption has not proven to be particularly satisfactory, 
at least not at the State level. However, the estimates of 
cohort change In adjacent age groups cancel one another 
so that the estimates of total population for EAR areas (by 
race and Hispanic origin) are largely unaffected. To exam- 
ine the effect of the cohort assumption, we compared the 
underlying 1985 EAR age estimates with the 1985 age 
estimates for States that appeared In Current Population 
Reports, Series P-25, No. 1010. The largest differences 
occurred In the estimates for the population under age 20 
and ages 20 to 24 in the state of Utah. In 1980, Utah had 
a far lower proportion of 1 5 to 1 9 year olds among its under 
age 20 population than did the nation. As a consequence, 
Utah's estimated exits from the 0 to 19 age group Into the 
20-24 age group were greatly overestimated. This in turn 
caused an obvious underestimate in Utah's age 0 to 19 
1985 population and an equivalent overestimate in the 
population age 20 to 24. The two errors do compensate 
however, and there is no apparent error in the 1985 total 
population estimate for Utah. 

Internal Migration. The estimate of internal migration 
under age 65 for EAR is determined by virtually the same 
procedures previously described in the standard Adminis- 
trative Records method. Tax returns filed in consecutive 
years are matched according to Social Security number 
(SSN) of the primary taxfiler. Then, the matched returns 
are assigned a migration status based on the two addresses: 
nonmigrant or inmigrant to one area and outmigrant from 
another. EAR'S major difference from the standard Admin- 
istrative Records method Is that EAR assigns an age- 
sex-race/Hispanic origin designator to ail tax payers and to 
their dependents. 



The demographic information contained on the SSN 
application is available to the Census Bureau only for a 
20-percent sample of SSN's. As a result, only one-fifth of 
all tax returns are used to develop the EAR estimate of 
internal migration. Although this Is not a major concern for 
the more populous areas, it may present problems for 
areas whose population lies near the bottom of the publi- 
cation range. Because of the necessity of basing age- 
sex-race and Hispanic migiation estimates on sample 
data, the EAR universe has been limited to 488 areas 
rather than all 3139 counties in the United States. A 
separate section on the limitations of these estimates due 
to sampling appears later in this chapter. In a nutshell, 
each primary taxfiler Is assigned demographic character- 
istics on tne basis of the information on the primary tax 
filer's Social Security application. Tta other members of 
the taxpayer's family are given demographic characteris- 
tics consistent with those of the primary filer. For example, 
a spouse Is assigned same age group, opposite sex, and 
same race/Hispanic classification as the tax payer. In 
practice this assumption works well because most, but not 
all, husbands and wives are of the same race and Hispanic 
origin category. 

Table A below presents data on racial composition of 
marriages in 1987. Of the marriages involving at least one 
Black spouse, 94 percent had both partners Black. In 4 
percent, the husband was Black, but not the wife, and In 
less than 2 percent the wife was Black and the husband 
was not. In terms of the EAR estimates, the net effect of 
assigning husbands and wives the same racial group, 
(assuming the husband is the primary tax filer) is to 
overstate the total number of Black wives by 2.4 percent. 
This figure is the difference between the number esti- 
mated, (3674 + 154 = 3828) and the actual number (3674 
+ 64 3738). For Other Races, the procedure led to a 
10.0 percent underestimate; for Hispanics, a 3.4 percent 
underestimate. The use of a national population control for 
each age-sex-race group serves to reduce the effect of 
any error introduced by this assumption. 



Table A. Comparison of Same and Mixed Race/Origin Marriages In the United States: 1987 



(Numbers are If) thousands. The notation HW, Hw, hW, denote that (1) both the husband and wife are members of the reference group; (2) husband 
IS a member of the reference group, but wife is not; (3) husband is not member of the reference group but wife Is a member) 



Reference Group 


NUMBER 


PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 


Total 
Marriages 


HW 


Hw 


hW 


HW 


Hw 


hW 




3892 


3674 




154 


64 


94.4 


4.0 


1.6 




1636 


1,216 




231 


391 


66.2 


12.6 


21.3 




3,857 


2,766 




488 


604 


71.7 


12.6 


15.7 



Source: Current PopuMon Reports, Population Characteristics, Series P'20. No 424. Household and Family Characteristics: March 1987. Table 16 
page 94. 
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i Table B. Modified 1980 Census Figures Fnr Black, Other Races, and Hispanic Populations for Regions and 
Selected States 



(Numbers are In thousands) 



HegiOrli OiaI6i anO saiOUp 


Complete 
Count 


0MB- 

Modified 


Percent 
Difference* 


Sample 
Population 


Percent 
Difference* 


Ear 
Modified 


Percent 
Difference* 


BLACK POPULATION 


















26,495 


26,683 


0.7 


26,482 


(Z) 


26,698 


0.8 




4,848 


4,983 


2.6 


4,850 


(Z) 


5,002 


3.2 




2,402 


2,492 


3,7 


2,406 


0.1 


2,515 


4.7 






935 


4 4 

1.1 


925 


(Z) 


942 


1.8 






241 


o o 


nn4 

221 


•0.1 


232 


4.7 




217 


221 


4 ^9 

1.7 


217 


A A 

•0.4 


221 


1.7 




1,083 


1,093 


1.0 


1,082 


(Z) 


1,092 


1.0 




5,237 


5,348 


0.2 


5,333 


•0.1 


5,353 


0.3 




1 4,048 


14,073 


0,2 


14,039 


•0.1 


14,064 


0.1 


West 


2,262 


2.279 


0.8 


2,261 


(Z) 


2,280 


0.8 


OTHER RACES POPULATION 


















5,105 


5,150 


0.9 


5,261 


3.1 


5,359 


5.0 




667 


677 


1.6 


689 


3.3 


706 


5.9 




o7o 


555 


1.3 


707 


4.5 


717 


6.1 




Of A 

874 


880 


0,7 


920 


5,3 


940 


7.6 


West 


2,888 


2,907 


0.7 


2,945 


2.0 


2 995 


9 9 


HISPANIC POPULATION 


















14,609 


NA 


NA 


14,604 


(2) 


14,251 


•2.4 




2,604 


NA 


NA 


2,608 


0.1 


2,549 


•2.1 




1,659 


NA 


NA 


1,661 


0.1 


1,653 


•0.4 




492 


NA 


NA 


494 


0.4 


466 


•1.3 


Other States 


453 


NA 


NA 


453 


(2) 


411 


•9.4 




1,276 


NA 


NA 


1,270 


-0.5 


1,180 


•7.6 


Illinois 


636 


NA 


NA 


635 


■0.2 


617 


•3.0 




641 


NA 


NA 


635 


-0.9 


563 


-12.1 




4,474 


NA 


NA 


4,468 


-0.1 


4,283 


•4.3 




2,C86 


NA 


NA 


2,983 


-0.1 


2,996 


0.3 


Florida 


858 


NA 


NA 


858 


(2) 


S51 


-0.8 




630 


NA 


NA 


628 


-0.4 


436 


-30.7 


West 


6,254 


NA 


NA 


6.257 


0.1 


6,238 


•0.3 




4,544 


NA 


NA 


4,541 


-0,1 


4,537 


•0.2 




1.710 


NA 


NA 


1,716 


0.3 


1,701 


■0.5 



NA Not applicable 

(Z) represents zero or rounds to zero. 

• Difference from 100% count shown In first column. 

See text for explanation of different populations. 
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initial Popuiatlon Vaiues 

EAR, as a cohort-component technique, adds an esti- 
mate of population change since the previous census to 
that previous census value. Thus, the obvious starting 
point for the EAR postcensal race estimates would be the 
published 1980 census figures. However, because of 
certain problems and anomalies in data on both race and 
Hispanic origin, the basic 1980 census data were modified 
to provide the starting values for EAR in much the same 
way the base census data for national race estimates had 
been modified earlier.^° 

The modified 1980 census figures by age, sex, race, and 
Hispanic origin for EAR areas are derived from the sample 
data collected in the 1980 census. These sample age and 
sex totals for the various EAR areas, although not affected 
by the modification process, do differ somewhat from the 
complete-count data. The modification process began by 
examining sample data related to race and ethnicity for 
Individuals and households. The items involved in the 
procedure included race, Hispanic origin, place of birth, 
ancestry, language spoken in the home, current residence, 
residence 5 years ago, Spanish surname, and relationship 
to other household members. The basic philosophy guid- 
ing the modification was that the original response was 
generally to be accepted. Only when there were strong 
indications of inconsistency was the original response to 
be modified.li 

Differences between the published 1980 census counts 
and the modified values used In EAR are minor for 
Blacks.but are more important for persons of Other Races. 
The Black increase of about 200 thoui.. md (0.8 percent) is 
almost exclusively confined to the States of the Northeast. 
(See text table B.) The five percent upwards adjustment to 
persons of specified Other Races is fairly large, but it is not 
concentrated in any particular area.^^ 

The modification procedure for the Hispanic population 
resulted In a 1980 national total of about 14.3 million 
Hispanics, a figure about 350,000 (or 2.4 percent) lower 
than the complete count. (See table B.) However, this is a 



*°Current Population Reports, Series P-25, Nu. 1000, pp, 8-9 presents 
the rationale for the use of modified census figures that are more 
appropriate than published Census numbers tor use in population esti- 
mation. 

^^The modification process and the data are fully described in Jeffrey 
S. Passel and David L. Word, 'Problems In Analyzing Race and Hispanic 
Origin Data from the 1880 Census: Solutions Based on Constructing 
Consistent Populations from Micro-Level Data.' This paper was pre- 
sented at the 1987 Annual Meeting of the Population Association of 
America, Chicago, Illinois. 

^'Note that the modified race data used in the EAR population base 
differs slightly from the 'OMB-consistent modified race' data used In the 
Census Bureau's national population estimates appearing in Current 
Population Reports, Series P-iS, No. 1000. The differences occur because 
the EAR base relies on sample data and Individual modifications, 
whereas the OMB-conslstent mcdifled race data rely only on aggregate 
corrections to the 100-percent data. 



net figure. About 150 thousand persons were moved from 
non-Hispanic to the Hispanic category, which partially 
offset the one-half million persons shifted into the non- 
Hispanic group. Interestingly, the net changes from the 
modifications are only noticeable for those areas where 
the unmodified counts were already small. The 1980 
Hispanic populations for States with significant Hispanic 
populations were left virtually unchanged by this modifica- 
tion. For example, the modified Hispanic population for 
California differed by only 4,000 out of 4.5 million from the 
unmodified sample figure. 



COMPARiSON OP EAR ESTIMATES WITH 
STANDARD ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS 
ESTIMATES 

The EAR estimates are derived by a method that has 
major procedural differences from the standard Adminis- 
trative Records estimates. The most noteworthy of these 
are the "bottom-up" procedure used by EAR and the 
modified starting populations. In spite of these differences, 
the EAR estimates of total oopulationia for States in 1985 
are quite similar to the official published Census Bureau 
estimates. (See text table C.) 

The mean difference between EAR and the Census 
Bureau's published 1985 estimates across all States Is 
only 0.5 percent. The differences in the estimates result 
mostly from the fact that the publication series is formed by 
averaging two methods, one of which is the Administrative 
Records method. Had this comparison at the State level 
been confined solely to EAR and the standard version of 
Administrative Records, the mean difference would have 
been less than 0.1 percent. The largest differences between 
EAR and the published estimates were Hawaii and Wyo- 
ming at 2.2 percent and 1.8 percent, respectively. These 
were the only two States where the estimates differed by 
more than 1.5 percent. 

For the 36 largest metropolitan areas (text table D). the 
average difference between EAR and the Census Bureau's 
published estimate is 0.7 percent, with the maximum 
deviation being 1.7 percent. For metropolitan areas of this 
size, diiferences are not correlated with population. How- 
ever, the relative difference between EAR and the pub- 
lished estimate for all metropolitan areas does increase 
with decreasing size. 



*^EAR estimates for the total population are obtained by aggregating 
the estimates for Whites, Blacks, and persons of Other Races. 



Table C. EAR and Published Census Bureau Population Estimates for States: July 1, 1985. 

(Numbers are in thousands) 



State 


Published 




Percent 


Estimate 


EAR 


Difference 




4,022 


4,024 


(Z) 




522 


521 


•0,2 




3,193 


3,178 


•0.3 




2,360 


2,358 


-0.1 




26,356 


26,582 


0.8 




3,234 


'*,228 


•0.2 




3,171 


^. '''4 


0.1 


Dfilawarfi 


622 


,9 






623 


626 


0.5 




1 1 ,364 


1 1 ,295 


■0.6 




5,9/5 


5,928 


•0.8 




1,051 


1,074 


2,2 




1,004 


998 


•0.6 




11,537 


11,551 


0,1 




5,500 


5,476 


■0,4 




2,881 


2,873 


•0.3 




2.449 


2,430 


•0.8 




3,729 


3,724 


■0.1 




4,486 


4,489 


0.1 




1,165 


1,163 


•0.3 




4,393 


4,444 


1.2 




5,819 


5,836 


0.3 


Michigan 


9,088 


9,180 


1.0 




4,192 


4,214 


0.5 




2,614 


2,614 


(Z) 




5,035 


5,019 


■0.3 




825 


825 


(Z) 



State 

Nebraska 

Nevada 

New Hampshire 

New Jersey 

New Mexico 

New York 

North Carolina . . 
North Dakota . . . 
Ohio 

Oklahoma 

Oregon 

Pennsylvania ... 
Rhode Island . . . 
South Carolina . . 
South Dakota . . . 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Utah 

Vermont 

Virginia 

Washington 

West Virginia . . . 

Wisconsin 

Wyoming 



Published 
Estimate 



1,605 
937 
999 
7.561 
1,451 
17,746 
6,262 
6S5 
10,747 

3,306 
2,686 
11,863 
967 
3.335 
708 
4,767 
16,389 
1.645 

535 
5,702 
4,408 
1,937 
4,776 

510 



EAR 



1.592 
931 
996 
7,556 
1.451 
17,733 
6.196 
678 
10,767 

3,292 
2,721 
11,867 
966 
3.312 
704 
4.740 
16.218 
1.644 

535 
5,735 
4,442 
1,927 
4.786 

601 



(Z) represents zero or round to zero. 

Note: Base of percent is published estimate. 

Source: Current Population Reports, Series P^26. No. 1010 



Table D. EAR and Published Census Bureau Population Estimates for Metropolitan Areas of 1,000,000 or More: 
July 1, 1985. 

(Numbers are in thousands) 



Published 




Percent 


Estimate 


EAR 


Difference 


17,787 


17,713 


•0,4 


12,759 


12,954 


1,5 


8,080 


8,092 


0.1 


5,803 


5,869 


1.1 


5,786 


5,784 


(Z) 


4,592 


4,656 


1.4 


3.711 


3,716 


0,1 


3.606 


3,562 


-1.2 


3.526 


3.498 


■0.8 


3,494 


3,534 


1,1 


2,865 


2,885 


0.7 


2,773 


2,783 


0,4 


2,469 


2,447 


■0.9 


2,422 


2.417 


■0.2 


2,334 


2,339 


0.2 


2,262 


2,271 


0.4 


2,252 


2.282 


1.4 


2.250 


2,270 


0.9 



Area 



Area 

San Diego 

Tampa 

Phoenix 

Denver 

Cincinnati 

Miiwaukee 

Kansas City . . . . 
Portland, OR ... 
New Orleans ... 

Columbus, OH . . 

Norfolk 

Sacramento 

San Antonio . . . . 

Indianapolis 

Buffalo 

Hartford NECMA 

Charlotte 

Salt Lake 



Published 
Estimate 



EAR 



New York 

Los Angeles 

.Chicago 

San Francisco . 
Philadelphia . . . 

Detroit 

Boston NECMA 

Houston 

Dallas 

Washington, DC 

Miami 

Cleveland 

Atlanta 

St. Louis 

Pittsburgh 

Minneapolis . . . 

Baltimore 

Seattle 



2.133 
1.871 
1.817 
1,828 
1,681 
1.551 
1.499 
1.350 
1,330 

1.287 
1,260 
1.256 
1.242 
1.203 
1.185 
1,075 
1,053 
1,025 



2,162 
1.873 
1,813 
1.832 
1,684 
1.575 
1.487 
1,370 
1,328 

1.287 
1,291 
1,259 
1.221 
1,101 
1,204 
1,068 
1,045 
1,021 



(Z) resents zero or round to zero. 

Note: Base of percent is published estimate. The metropolitan area names have been abbreviated for convenience, if there Is ambiguity in tho title, 
the reference is to the Consolidated Metropolitan Statistical Area, not the Primary Metropolitan Statistical Area. 
Source: Bureau of the Census, Press Release, CB 87*11 6, July 24. 1987 
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ACCURACY OP EAR ESTIMATES 

Population estimates traditionally are evaluated by com- 
parison against a census. On strictly technical grounds, we 
cannot provide a formal evaluation of the estimates appear- 
ing in this report because the EAR model used here has 
been updated and improved since the earlier and less 
complicated version of EAR used for the 1970s. Popula- 
tion estimates fur 1980 resulting from that earlier model 
have previously been evaluated^^ and will be assessed in 
greater detail here. The accuracy of 1 980 estimates for the 
total and Black populations from that earlier edition of EAR 
was equivalent to the accuracy of regularly prepared 
estimates made by the Census Bureau. The improvements 
made in the EAR estimation model since 1980 and the 
increased sample of tax returns (20 percent, rather than 10 
p jent) should provide greater accuracy over the earlier 
EAR model. 

Some general comments can be made about the accu- 
racy of the estimates appearing in this report. Given the 
similarity between the 1985 EAR estimates of the total 
population and the official estimates (text tables C and 0), 
it is obvious that the 1985 EAR estimates of the total 
population will be of the same overall quality as the official 
Bureau estimates. 

The EAR estimates for Blacks (as well as those for 
Other Races and Hispanics) are developed from the same 
data sources as the estimates of total population. Given 
the known level of pccuracy of the 1980 EAR estimates for 
Blacks (discussed in the next section and text tables E and 
F). it is likely that the EAR estimates for Blacks in 1985 will 
be equivalent in accuracy to the 1985 total population 
estimates for populations in the same size range. 

The version of the EAR estimation model available in 
the 1970s did not produce estimates of the Hispanic 
population, but did provide estimates for the Other Races 
population. Because few States and metropolitan areas 
had sufficiently large Other Races base populations in 
1970. a formal evaluation of the accuracy of the 1980 
population estimates for this group was not conducted. 
However, estimates of small populations are never as 
accurate as those for large populations. In addition, pop- 
ulation estimates for areas thai are undergoing rapid 
change are not as accurate as those for areas that are 
experiencing more moderate change. Moreover, interna- 
tional migration, the very component of population change 
that causes the extremely rapid growth in both the Other 
Races and the Hispanic populations is not allocated to 
areas using current or symptomatic data; rather, the allo- 
cations are based on a projection of past trends. For all of 
these reasons, the 1985 EAR estimates for the Other 
Races and Hispanic populations are not likely to be as 
accurate as those for the Black or total populations. 



"Word and Zitter, op. cit 



1980 EAR Estimates for Blacks 

The evaluation of the EAR estimates for Blacks in 1980 
is based on a single statistic— average percent error 
without ''egard to sign. Furthermore, the universe for 
evaluating those 1980 estimates Is confined to States and 
metropolitan areas that had at least 10,000 Blacks in 1970, 
the base date of the estimates, 

For the 23 States with a 1980 Black population in 
excess of 250,000, the average error is only 2.3 percent. 
This level of error is midway between EAR'S 2.1 percent 
average error for the total population of S '^s and the 2.5 
percent mean error for both the stand&i-u .Jministrative 
Records method and the published estimate.''^ The fact 
that EAR estimated the Black population of States so 
accurately in 1980 is even more striking since the Black 
population in these 23 States averaged about one million, 
while the mean population for ail States was in excess of 
4 million. The maximum estimation error among the 23 
States occurred in Washington, D.C. (7.7 percent). For the 
remaining 22 states, the maximum estimation error was 
less than 5 percent. As expected, the estimates for Blacks 
in States having fewer than 250,000 Blacks are less 
accurate. The level of accuracy did not vary greatly for 
States containing 25,000 to 250,000 Blacks. Six of the 16 
States with Black populations in this size range had errors 
of more than 5 percent, with a maximum error of 9.3 
percent occurring in Rhode Island. Thu maxirnum estima- 
tion error for any of the 40 States included was New 
Mexico (14.4 percent), the smallest of the 40 in terms of 
Black population. 

Table E. Average Absolute Percent Error for 1980 
Estimates of Total and Black Populations 
(by Size) of States, by Alternative Estima- 
tion Methods 



Estimation Method and Population Group 


Average 
Absolute* 
Percent 
Error 


Number of 
States 












40 






Black Population In 1980: 








2.3 


23 


100,000 to 249,999 


3.7 


7 


50,000 to 99,999 


.^7 


S 


25,000 to 49,990 


4.4 


4 


10,000 to 24,999 


14.4 


1 








EAR 


2.1 


51 


Administrative Records 


2.5 


SI 




2.5 


61 



^^The published State estimates for 1960 were formed by averaging 
Administrative Records with two other Independent estimation tech^ 
nlques, 
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Table F. Average Absolute Percent Error for 1980 

Estimates of the Black Population of Metro- 
politan Areas and the Total Population of 
Counties, by SlJie and Estimation Method 



E&tlmation Method and Stee Category 


Average 
Absolute 
rerceni 
firror 


NiimDsr oT 
Ar6&s 


Black Populatic#n (EAR) for Metropolitan 






Areas 






lOOiOOO or more 


2.7 


48 




3.4 


32 




5.6 


48 


10,000 to 24,999 


5.7 


40 


Cr jnty Population Estimates (Adminis- 






trative Records) 








2.9 


412 


50,000 to 99,999 


3.8 


380 


25.000 to 49,999 


4,1 


614 


10.000 to 24,999 


4.4 


974 


County Population Estimates (Published 






Estimate) 








3.0 


412 




3.8 


380 




3.9 


614 


10.000 to 24,999 


4,1 


974 



Table F compares the accuracy of 1980 Black popula- 
tion estimates by EAR ir the 168 metropolitan areas with a 
Black population of 10,000 or more in 1970 against the 
published estimates of total population for Individual coun- 
ties of the same general size range^^. EAR'S estimation 
error for Blacks, only a portion of the population, is 
approximately equal to the error in the total population 
estimates for counties of the same size. The estimates of 
the Black population within EAR areas containing 50,000 
or more Blacks are actually more accurate than the 
estimates of the total population in counties containing a 
total population of 50.000. This relationship holds true for 
both standard Administrative Records and the published 
average of estimates. For metropolitan areas with fewer 
than 50,000 Blacks, the EAR estimates for Blacks are not 
as accurate as the estimates of the total population in 
counties of the same size. 

The decrease in accuracy of EAR estimates for areas 
with fewer Blacks is not unexpected. The EAR estimate of 
internal migration is based on sample data. The potential 
error in a population estimate from insufficient sample 
cases cannot be overcome by the improved modeling of 
EAR. The smaller areas are far more likely to have a less 
accurate estimate of internal migration than are areas with 
larger populations. This situation should be improved some- 
what for the 1985 EAR estimates appearing in this report 
because the sample size is double that used in the 1980 
EAR estimates. 



Sampling Error 

One of EAR'S components of population change, inter- 
nal migration, is developed from a sample of Federal tax 
returns. As a result, the EAR estimate of internal migration 
for any individual area may differ from a population esti- 
mate that would have occurred had demr graphic informa- 
tion been available for all tax filers. Although sampling 
affects only the internal migration component in EAR, any 
error on this component is carried forward to the estimate 
of population change as well as to the estimated postcen- 
sal population total. 

In the Census Bureau's regular estimates evaluation 
programs no sample data are used. Thus, estimation error 
and modeling error are equivalents^: 



VAR (T) = VAR (M) 



(10) 



In other words, the error variance of the total population 
estimate (T) is exactly equal to the error variance due to 
modeling (M). In this discussion, model error is any error 
that is not due to sampling. 

In EAR, there is a second error component, sampling, 
which also plays a role in the calculation of estimation 
error. If the modeling and semiring errors are uncorrelated^^, 
the total error variance of the estimate, VAR (T), is the sum 
of model variance, VAR (M), and sampling variance, VAR 
(S). 

VAR (T) = VAR (M) + VAR (S) (1 

The total error variance, VAR (T), is defined as mean 
squared deviation of the population estimate from the 
census. For the EAR estimates of Blacks in 1980, the total 
error variance can be derived from the data used in 
constructing text tables E and F. To derive an estimate of 
modeling variance, VAR (M), it is necessary to approxi- 
mate the sampling variance in the EAR estimates, VAR 
(S). Although the complex nature of the EAR model does 
not allow a straightforward calculation of sampling vari- 
ance, it is possible to derive a reasonable approximation 
for VAR (S).i8 

For the 1 980 estimates of Blacks, the sampling variance 
is approximately 29.6 times the estimated population. 
Thus, for an estimated Black population of 1,000,000, the 



^'Current Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 984. "Evaluation of 
Population Estimation Prodedures for Counties: I960'. 



^''In actual evaluations of estimation models, differential undercount of 
adjacent censuses and errors In the input data are important components 
of error. Sometimes these factors may be more important in determining 
error than estimation or modeling error. 

^^Generally, It is reasonable to expect these errors to be uncorrelated 
unless the sample estimates play a role in the choice of a model. 

^^he estimates of sampling variance are provided by Robert E. Fay 
of the Statistical Methods Division. The calculations assume that the 
number of primary taxfilers moving Into and out of an EAR area can be 
simulated by a Polsson distribution with the mean annual number of 
crossings of EAR boundaries being 4 percent. Other factors involved are 
the sampling fraction (and the associated finite population correction) and 
the mean and variance of the number of persons represented by each tax 
return. Another factor relates to efficiency (ratio of tax payers to popula- 
tion)which is discussed more fully in Chapter 3, 
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Standard deviation duo to sampling (this square root of 
sample variance) would be about 5,440 or 0.5 percent. For 
a population estimate 25.000, thn standard deviation due 
to sampling would be 860 or 3.4 percent of tlie estimate. In 
the 1985 estimates, the multiplier is only 6.6, so that the 
standard deviation for an estimated population of 1 ,000,000 
in 1985 would be 2,570. For an estimate of 25,000, the 
standard deviation due to sampling In 19Q5 would also 
drop by more than half to 406 or 1.6 percent of 'he 
estimate. The reduced sampling error in 1965 is due both 
to doubling the sample size to 20 percent and halving the 
estimation interval to 5 years. 

Root mean squared error (RMSE), the square root of 
the average squared error, is a measure of accuracy that is 
approximately of the same magnitude as mean absolute 
error.2° Estimated root mean square error can be parti- 
tioned into root mean square error for modeling and root 
mean square error for sampling. Based on equation 1 1 on 
page 13, the sum of the squares of the two RMSE 
components is equal to the square of the total RMSE. (See 
text table G.) 

Most of the root mean square error and nearly all of the 
error variance in 1980 is attributable to modeling or 
estimation error. Sampling contributes about 10-30 per- 
cent of the total vaiiance in 1980, depending on the 
number of Blacks in the area. For the 1985 estimates, the 
sampling error variance will be reduced by 75 percent. 
Thus, virtually all of the error in these 1985 estimates for 



^RMSE tends to be larger than average absolute error because 
RMSE gives greater weight to extreme errors. 



Blacks (as well as persons of Other Races and Hispanics) 
will be due to modeling error. The modeling error for the 
1985 estimates should also be reduced over the 1980 
estimates because of improvements in methodology and 
the fact that the 1985 estimates are for a 5-year postcen- 
sal interval rather than for a 10-year period. 

The next chapter, "Chapter 3. Detailed Methodology", 
is mostly concerned with the intricacies of the EAR version 
of the internal migration component, it is intended for 
persons interested in the detailed workings of the estima- 
tion methodology. The substantive results of EAR—sub- 
national population estimates for Blacks, Other Races, and 
Hispanics can be read and easily understood without 
reference to chapter 3. 



Table G. Estimates of Root Mean Square Error 

(RMSE) for the Black Population In 1980 and 
1985 by Size In 1980. 



Population in 1980 


RMSE 1980 


RMSE 1985 


Total 


Model 


Sam- 
ple 


Sam- 
ple 


Number 
of 
Areas 




2.5 


2.4 


0.7 


0.3 


17 


100,000-249,999 


3.8 


3.5 


1.5 


0.6 


31 


50,000-99,999 


4.2 


3.6 


2.1 


1.0 


32 


25,000-49,399 


6.6 


6.2 


2.9 


1.3 


48 


10,000-24,999 


7.7 


6.5 


4.1 


1.9 


40 



.ERJC 



IS 



Chapter 3. Detailed Methodology— Internal Migration 



OVERVIEW 

Measurement ci internal migration is a critical factor in 
the development of accurate subnational estimates of 
population. Both EAR and the standard Administrative 
Rdcords method base their internal migration estimates on 
the same basic set of data— mailing addresses appearing 
on individual Federal tax returns filed in consecutive years. 
The two variations differ with regard to the amount of 
geographic and demographic detail used and in the method 
for converting taxfiler migration to population migration. 
Chapter 2 contains an outline of both forms of the Admin- 
istrative Records method. This chapter describes the 
procedures used to ascribe age, sex, race, and Hispanic 
characteristics to tax returns. Next, it sets forth the con- 
cepts and equations used to estimate internal migration in 
EAR. This chapter concludes with an illustrative example 
that highlights the methodological differences in estimating 
internal migration in EAR and standard Administrative 
Records. 

Both EAR and the standard Administrative Records use 
the Social Security number (SSN) of the primary taxfiler to 
match Federal tax returns filed in consecutive years. Each 
method determines internal migration by comparing mail- 
ing addresses on the matched tax returns. When the 
mailing addresses are identical, it is assumed that migra- 
tion did not occur in the observed interval. If the addresses 
differ, a decision must be made as to the type of move- 
ment: (1) within place; (2) different place, same county; (3) 
different county, but same State; or (4) different State. The 
major issue at this stage of the process is geocoding, that 
is, assigning the mailing address to the proper geographic 
entity. Occasionally, there may be geocoding problems, 
but they are generally confined to places within counties as 
opposed to between counties or States. Since the EAR 
universe consists of whole counties or groups of counties, 
geocoding problems have not proved to be significant. In 
any case, coding errors affect both EAR and the standard 
Administrative Records m- ;hod to roughly the same degree 
and are beyond the scope of this report. 

Another major issue that could affect the estimation of 
migration from matched tax returns is the coverage of tax 
filing (sometimes expressed as the ratio of the tax filing 
population to the total population). Ideally, all persons 
would file tax returns every year. Under this scenario, the 
net internal migration component would simply be the 
difference between in-migrant filers and out-migrant filers. 
However, not all people file tax returns and still fewer file 



tax returns in consecutive years. Nevertheless, both forms 
of the Administrative Records method derive their esti- 
mates of internal migration for the whole population from 
the migration rate of taxfilers. 

Not everyone is required to file a federal tax return. The 
requirements for filing are a function of income, age, and 
family situation. Consequently, some population groups, 
such as the elderly and low-income persons not subject to 
witholding, are less likelv f lepresented on tax returns 
than others. The differen'^ds beuvsen migration rates for 
tax filers and nonfilers nugn*. hav3 serious consequences 
for measuring Internal nr*;r "ciirn of the total population, 
particularly as the proportion of nontilers increases. 

The standard Administrative Records method assumes 
that persons under the age of 65 who do not file tax returns 
in consecutive years migrate at the same rate as persons 
who do file both years. (See equations 2, 4, and 7 in 
chapter 2.) EAR, on the other hand, assumes only that the 
nonfilers wilhin a demographic cell (i.e., an age-sex-race/ 
Hispanic cell) migrate at the same rate as the filers within 
the same demographic cell . Although there is no hard 
evidence whether the net migration rate of nonfilers differs 
from filers, there is a considerable difference in filing rates 
among demographic groups. Thus, EAR'S use of separate 
migration rates for nonfilers v/ithin each distinct demo- 
graphic group appears to offer significant advantages over 
the use of a single global migration rate for ail nonfilers. An 
example illustrating this point appears at the end of this 
chapter. 



Use of Social Security Numbers 

The Internal Revenue Service (IRS) requires every 
federal tax form to include the Social Security number 
(SSN) of the taxpayer. This unique identification number 
enables the Census Bureau to match addresses on an 
individual's tax form in consecutive years, and hence 
measure internal migration. EAR, going one step further 
than standard Administrative Records, attaches demo- 
graphic characteristics of the taxfiler onto a 20-perc6nt 
sample of tax returns. This crucial step allows EAR to 
subdivide internal migration by age, sex, race, and His- 
panic origin and differentiates EAR from the standard 
Administrative Records method. 

The Census Bureau is able to obtain these Social 
Security data on demograpnic characteristics only because 
of its unique position as a general purpose statistical 
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agency.^ Under terms of a 1981 agreement between the 
Sodai Security Admlnistratton (SSA) and the Census Bureau, 
the Census Bureau received selected demographic char- 
acteristics for a systematic 20-percent sample of all SSNs 
'ssued from 1935 through 1981. The agreement with SSA 
is still in effect and the Census Bureau continues to receive 
quarterly updates of the same information for an equiva- 
lent sample of post-1981 SSN issuances. The sample data 
on Individuals from SSA consists of the SSN and four items 
of demographic information— surname^ (first 6 letters only), 
race, month and year of birth, and sex. The information for 
surname, date of birth, and sex is virtually complete, with 
response rates exceeding 99.9 percent. The very few 
informational omissions are filwd by a "hot-decking" pro- 
cedure where missing items are ^.iiocated from the previ- 
ous acceptable SSN record. 

The race and Hispanic origin items have a far higher 
rate of nonresponse. Consequently, the methods for deter- 
mining appropriate race codes for some tax filers present 
a far more difficult problem than the determination of age 
and sex. The rules for allocating missing data or rejecting 
erroneous data are somewhat involved and are covered in 
more detail in the next section. 

DEFINING RACE AND HISPANIC GROUPS ON 
TAX RETURNS 



Race Data from the SSN 

The basic data for assigning race, like age and sex, 
comes from the SS-5 form, the form used in applying for an 
SSN. From 1 935 through 1 980, the SS-5 had three response 
c::itegories for the question on race: 

White 
Negro 
Other 

The first two categories present no problem, individuals 
who responded as "White" are assigned as White and 
Individuals who responded as "Negro" are assigned as 
Black. The "Other" category is somewhat more problem- 
atic. Ostensibly, "Other" at the time of SSA's inception, 
was meant to include the groups now defined as "Asian 
and Pacific Islander," and "American Iridian, Eskimo, and 



^Individual-level data from other governmem agencies are provided to 
the Census Bureau under very stringent conditions that guarantee the 
confidentiality of individuals. The data can t>e used only by the Census 
Bureau and only for statistical purposes. Data can only be published in 
statistical aggregates and only In a f 'm that guarantees that individual 
identities cannot be deduced. The utdividual-tevel data are not shared 
with any other agencies or individuals. 

' The surname field supplied by SSA is the name on the SSN record 
in 1881, or at the time of application 'or persons receiving SSNs after 
1981. For most men, the surname does not change. Most women who 
marry do notify SSA of a name change. 



Aleut." These groups were numerically small when Social 
Security began in the 1 930's, but have experienced marked 
increases in population, particularly since the middle 1 gsO's. 
The real increase in the Other Race category was further 
compounded when a significant proportion of the Hispanic 
origin population began to respond as "Other" to the ratd 
question. But, the "Other" race category cannot differen- 
tiate Asians and American Indians from Hispanics who 
chose "Other" as a race response. EAR'S method of 
assigning racial categories for persons responding as 
"Other" on pre.1980 SS-5 forms is discussed below in the 
section, "Assigning Race Categories for the Hispanic 
Population." 

In 1980, the SS-5 application form was changed. A 
five-category breakdown replaced the previous three-category 
grouping. The five current categories are: 

White 

Black or Negro 

Asian or Pacific Islander 

American Indian, Eskimo or Aleut 

Hispanic 

As before, oniy one of these categories presents a prob- 
lem for EAR. Responses of "White" are assigned as 
White; "Black or Negro" as Black; and "Asian or Pacific 
Islander" and "American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut" as 
Other. Since the EAR racial groupings are meant to be 
exhaustive, it is necessary to assign persons responding 
as "Hispanic" to one of EAR'S three basic race groups 
(i.e.. White, Black, Other).^ The procedures used are also 
described In the section on "Assigning Race Categories 
for the Hispanic Population." 

The final issue in assigning race codes involves persons 
who did not respond to the race question. Through the 
middle 1970's, the nonresponse rate for race on the SS-5 
race query was a very manageable 1 -2 percent. Since that 
time, the nonresponse rate has risen quite sharply and 
currently exceeds 5 percent. The procedures for allocating 
nonreponses to the race question are quite involved and 
use information about the taxfiier's surname and place of 
residence (at the ZIP code level). The detailed procedures 
are described in the section "Assigning Race Categories 
to 'Unknown' Race Responses." 

Assigning Race Categories for the Hispanic 
Population 

The assignment of Hispanic persons to racial groups 
based on responses to the SS-5 form involves two inter- 
related issues, which depend on the date of application for 



''Persons of Hispanic origin in EAR may be of any race, as in all 
Census Bureau data, However, in the 1980 census, less than 10 percent 
of the Hispanic population was Black, Asian or Pacific Islander, or 
American Indian. Esidmo, or Aleut. 
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the SSN. For SSNs Issued after 1980, a separate Hispanic 
response category exists, but persons electing that reeponse 
must be assigned to one of the three racial groups used In 
EAR (White, Black, Other). For SSNs Issued before 1980, 
many persons with Hispanic surnames answered "Other" 
to the race question, an answer that is inconsistent with 
EAR and most other data sets. These Hispanics who 
responded as "Other" were reassigned as either White or 
Black. 

In censuses before 1980, virtually all persons of His- 
panic origin were considered White. The same is also true 
for vital statistics and various other current and past data 
systems. In the 1980 census, however, about 40 percent 
of persons of Hispanic origin answered the race question 
In a residual "Other, not specified" race category. In order 
to provide data consistent with historical data sen as and 
other contemporary data sets, the Census Bureau pro- 
duced 1980 census dbXa classified by "OMB-consistent 
modified" race categories.*^ In these data, persons of 
Hispanic origin who respond«4d as "Other" to the Census 
race question without choosing one of the specified race 
categories were reclassified— most of them, as White 
(over 97 percent). The EAR race estimates presented here 
are designed to be consistent with the OMB-consistent 
modified race categories. 

For purposes of the EAR estimates, all responses of 
"Hispanic" to SS-5 forms (post-1980) were reclassified 
into one of the three basic race categories. Although 
Hispanics can be of any race, the great majority are 
classified as "White", as opposed to the alternative choices 
of "Black", "Asian or Pacific Islander", or "American 
Indian, Eskimo, and Aleut". Ae a first step, all Hispanic 
responses to the post-1980 SS-5 form are initially consid- 
ered to be "White." This tentative classification is subject 
to later modifirition depending on the racial composition 
of the Individual taxfiler's ZIP code of residence. The 
specific rules used are described in the section on "Assigning 
Race Categories to 'Unknown' Race Responses." 

Before SSA revised the SS-5 form in 1980, about 
on&*haif of all persons with Spanish surnames were respond- 
ing as "Other" to the race question. Had that answer been 
accepted at face value, the "Other" category from SSA 
would have overstated the census data for the combined 
"Asian or Pacific Islander" and "American Indian, Eskimo, 
and Aleut" groups by a factor of two. Consequently, 
persons with Spanish surnames^ who responded as "Other" 



^Passei, Jeffrey S„ 'Procedures for Producing Preiimlr^ary 0M6- 
Consistent Modified Race Data from the 1980 Census by Age, Sex, and 
Hispanic Origin for States and Counties,' U.S. Bureau of the Census, 
unpublished paper, 1982. 

"Persons of Hispanic origin, like many ethnic groups, tend to nave 
distinctive surnames. See Passel, Jeffrey S. and David L. Word, 'Con- 
structing the List of Spanish Surnames for the 1980 Census; An Appli- 
cation of Bayes' Theorem,' oaper presented at the annual meeting of the 
Population Association of America, Denver, Colorado, April 1980. Although 
only the first six tetters of surname appear on the SSA demographic file 
•upplled to the Census Bureau, these truncated names have proved to be 
« good Indicator of whether a person is Hispanic. For example, the 



on the pre-1980 SS-5 form were also tentatively reclassi- 
fied as "White." As with the post-1 930 SS-5 responses of 
"Hispanic," these Initial race reclassifications of White 
were also subject to further modification on the basis of 
racial composition of the individual taxfiler's ZIP code of 
residence. 



Assigning Race Categories for "Unknown" Race 
Responses 

The procedures for assigning a race category to the 
three groups-— (1) persons who did not respond to the race 
question on the SS-5 form, (2) Hispanic surnamed persons 
who responded as "Other" ^pre-1980), or (3) persons 
responding as "Hispanic" (post-1 980)-are similar and use 
the same Dasic data sets. Since most persons in the 
United States are White (over 85 percent in 1980), a 
guiding principle of the reclassifying procedures was to 
assign persons as Black or Other only when there was 
strong evidence to do so. The data used for assigning race 
consist of surnames (i.e., whether the person ha^ a 
distinctive ethnic surname) and place of residence (i.e., 
whether the person lives in a ZIP code with a high 
concentration of persons of a specific race). 

Many surnames are associated with specific nationali- 
ties, ethnic groups, or race groups. EAR makes use of 
such relationships to assign race categories to persons of 
unknown race and to compensate for situations where the 
race information on the SS-5 form is inconsistent with EAR 
race definitions. The specific surname data used to assign 
race categories are: (1) the list of 12,500 Spanish sur- 
names used to code the 1980 census^; (2) several shorter 
lists of Asian or American Indian surnames^; (3) and a list 
of common "Anglo-Saxon" names that are prevalent in the 
Black population. B Surnames were truncated to 6 letters on 
each of the three lists to be consistent with the data sot 
supplied by SSA. 

The racial composition of an individual's neighborhood 
(as measured by ZIP codes) is used in conjunction with 
these surname lists to help in assigning racial groups. All 
ZIP codes in the country were classified according to the 
proportion of tax payers in the ZIP area who are Black. The 
use of race assignment rules that are conditional upon the 



e-letter 'names' of 'QONZAL' and 'RODRIG' are as good an indicator 
of Hispanlctty as are the full surnames 'C«ARCIA,' 'GOMEZ,' or 'DIAZ." 
'Passel and Word, op.clt. 

'Passel, Jeffrey S., David L. Word, Nampeo D. McKenney, and Yun 
KIm, 'Postcensal Estimates of Asian Populations in the United States; A 
Description of Methods Using Surnames and Administrative Records,' 
paoer presented at the annual meeting of the Population Association of 
America, San Diego, California, April 1982. 

'These names were selected by analyzing the racial distribution of 
surnames appearing on tax forma. For a list of the most common 
surnames in the United States, see Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, Social Security Administration, Office of Program Operations, 
Peport of Distribution of Surnames in the Social Security Number File 
September 1, 1984. Examples of such names are Smith, Jones, Thomas, 
l^rris, etc. 
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percentage Black in an area (described in steps 1, 2, and 
3 below) is intended to avoid serious geographic anoma- 
lies in estimated racial composition. 

Several major steps (sliown below) are involved in 
assigning a race code to any sample tax return with either 
nonresponse or inconsistent response to the race item. 
Step 1 includes the basic procedures already described. 
Step 2 starts the treatment of unknowns. Step 3 continues 
with the treatment of nonresponses and those cases 
"tentatively identified as White" in step 1. The steps are: 

1. a. If the race response on the SS-5 form is "White" or 

"Black (or Negro)," that response is accepted and 
the person is assigned to the appropriate racial 
group. 

b. If the response on the SS-5 form is "Asian or 
Pacific Islander" or "American Indian, Eskimo, or 
Aleut," that response is accepted and the person 
is assigned to "Other" race. 

c. If the response on the SS-5 form is "Other" (i.e., a 
pre<1980 form) and the person does not have a 
Spanish surname, that response is accepted and 
the person is assigned to "Other" race. 

d. All remaining racial resp-'nses fall into one of 
three categories: 

(1) Persons who did not respond to the race 
question on the SS-5 form. (These are assigned 
with the procedures of Step 2.) 

(2) Pre-1980 applicants of "Other" race with a 
Spanish surname (8 letters only). (These are 
assigned from the procedures of Step 3.) 

(3) Post-1 980 applicants of "Hispanic" race. (These 
are also assigned with the procedures of Step 
3.) 

2. If the surname on the SS-5 form (6 letters only) 
matches a name on the list of Asian and American 
Indian surnames, the existing unknown race rei^ty 
is reassigned to "Other" race. Othenvise, the race 
classification proceeds to step 3. 

3. a. For taxfilers needing a race code who reside in ZIP 

codes where more than 75 percent of the taxfilers 
are Black, the taxfiler is assigned as "Black." Note 
that step 3.a overrides any previous tentative 
assignment of "White" that may have been made 
to Hispanics. 

b. For taxfilers who reside in ZIP codes where 50 to 
75 percent of the filers are Black, the filer is 
assigned as "Black" only if the filer's surname Is 
one of the common Anglo-Saxon surnames (6 
letters only). OthenA/ise, the filer is assigned as 
"White." 

c. For taxfilers who reside in ZIP codes where more 
than 25 percent but less than 50 percent of the 
taxfilers are Black, the designation is dependent 
on the surname of the filer. If the surname is not 
one of the common Anglo-Saxon surnames, the 
filer is assigned as "White. " if the surname matches 



one of the common Anglo-Saxon surnames, the 
filer is given the race of the previous tax filer with 
one of these names who was "White" or "Black" 
(i.e., a "hot-deck" procedure), 
d. If none of these conditions is met (i.e., for taxfilers 
who reside in ZIP codes where less than 25 
percent of the taxfilers are Black), the race of the 
individual taxfiler is assigned as "White." These 
steps permit all primary taxfilers to be assigned to 
an age-sex-race group and avoid the problems of 
an unknown race category on the demographic 
characteristics. 



Defining tlie Hispanic Population 

in addition to preparing population estimates for three 
race groups, EAR also provides subnational estimates for 
the Hispanic population. The 1980 base population for the 
Hispanic estimates is the modified 1980 census figures for 
Hispanics described in chapter 2. The migration rates, 
however, are calculated from matched tax returns of filers 
with Spanish surnames, in spite of the fact that persons 
applying tor SSN's after 1980 had the opportunity to 
designate themselves as "Hispanic," EAR does not use 
that information in order to be consistent with data for 
pre-1980 applicants. Instead, the taxfiler is classified as 
Hispanic if the full surname appearing on the tax return 
(not the truncated 6-letter version) matches any name on 
the 1980 census list of Spanish surnames. Thus, the sole 
determinant of the component of Internal migration for the 
Hispanic origin population is the migration rate of taxfilers 
with Hispanic surnames. 

The Hispanic origin identifier based on self-reporting 
has a high degree of agreement with the Spanish surname 
identifier, particularly for males and children. (See table H.) 
However, for EAR, estimation of Internal migration for the 
Hispanic population is not wholly dependent on a one- 
to-one correspondence between Spanish surnames and 
Spanish origin. Rather, it is only important that the internal 



Table H. Percent Distribution of Spanish Origin or 

Surname Males: March 1976 Current Popula- 
tion Survey 



Areaa 


Spanish 
Origin 
and 
Surname 


Spanish 
Origin 
Only 


Spanish 
Surname 
Only 


Net 
Differ- 
ence 




77.2 


13.9 


8.9 


5.8 




83.5 


10.9 


5.6 


6.9 


Remainder of 












68.9 


17.9 


13.2 


5.7 



^Includes Arizona. California, Colorado, New Mexico, and Texas. 

Note: Based on unweighted counts from the March 1976 CPS. Net 
difference is the percent by which the Spanish origin population exceeds 
the Spanish surname population. Source: Passe! Jeffrey S. and David L. 
Word. 'Constructing the List of Spanish Surnames for the 1880 Census: 
An Application of Beyes' Theorem.' op. cit 
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migration rate of the Spanish surname population serves 
as a leasonable proxy for the internal migration rate of the 
Hispanic origin population. 

The high degree of agreement between the two identi- 
fiers ensures the validity of the EAR approach. Of ever; 
100 males in the United States who have either a Spariish 
surname or are of Hispanic origin, 77 are members of both 
classes. Nine have Spanish surnames, but are not His- 
panic origin, while 14 are Hispanic origin but do not have 
Spanish surnames. As a result, the Spanish origin popula- 
tion is about 6 percent greater than the Spanish surname 
population for males in the United States. 

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS OF 
DEPENDENTS 

Primary taxfilers are assigned demographic character- 
istics directly from the informa<:ion supplied on the SS-5 
forms and the editing rules discussed earlier. If tax returns 
did not include dependents, the coding operation would be 
complete. However, the EAR estimation model requires 
demographic Information on the entire population so demo- 
graphic characteristics must be assigned to dependents as 
well as to primary filers. The rules for assigning demo- 
graphic characteristics to dependents are straight forward 
and rely on basic familial and demographic relationships. 
These rules are used by EAR and not by the standard 
Administrative Records method because only EAR has the 
"ri'^h" source of demographic data provided by the SSN. 
The rules used to assign demographic characteristics to 
dependents are: 

1. Spouses are given the race/! iispanic status of the 
primary filer, the age of the primary filer, and the sex 
opposite from the primary filer. About 98 percent of 
married primary filers are male. 

2. Dependent children are given the race/Hispanic sta- 
tus of the primary filer and are assigned to the age 
group under 20. Neither EAR nor the Federal tax form 
currently differentiates this youngest age group by sex. 

3. Parents who are taken as tax exemptions are assumed 
to be over the age of 65. They are excluded from the 
migration tabulations because persons over age 65 
are included in Medicare data. 

4. Other dependents are assumed to be younger rela- 
tives (e.g., grandchildren, younger siblings, nephews, 
or nieces). Under this assumption, characteristics are 
assigned in the same manner as for children; i.e., 
these dependents are assumed to be under 20 years 
of r.ge and to be of the same race/Hispanic group as 
the primary filer. 

5. One-exemption returns filed by single persons under 
the age of 20 are excluded from the migration calcu- 
lations to avoid double counting. These persons are 
assumed to be counted already as exemptions on 
their parent's tax return. 



The assumptions on spouses (rule 1) were discussed In 
some detail in Chapter 2. The applicability of the other four 
rules cannot be evaluated numerically. However, for each 
rule. It is only necessary that the internal migration rate of 
the group defined by EAR (i.e., the "proxy" group) is 
representative of the internal migration rate of the group 
being estimated. The logic of the rules is designed to 
ensure that there is a close correspondence between the 
"proxy" group and the actual group. 

As a result of rule 5, a number of tax returns are 
excluded from the EAR estimates of internal migration-. 
Specifically, the exclusion is confined to those returns 
containing one exemption filed by single persons under 
age 20. Table i siiows the income distribution by age for 
one-exemption tax returns filed by single White males for 
1980. (The distribution of income by age for Blacks and 
females is quite similar to that shown for White males.) 
Although the data in table I do not contain explicit infor- 
mation on who is or who is not a dependent, the pattern of 
income levels as reported on the tax returns suggests that 
most of these persons under age 20 could not be self- 
supporting. Thus, they are extremely likely to be counted 
as exemptions on some other tax returns. Following this 
logic, EAR eliminates all one-exemption tax returns filed by 
single persons under age 20 from the calculation of 
migration.^ 

Table I. Percentage Distribution of One-Exemption 
Tax Returns by Age and Income Category: 
1980 Federal Tax Returns for White Males 



Percentage In Income Category 



Age 


Less than 


$3,400 to 


More than 




$3,400 


$7,400 


$7,400 




95 


4 


1 




93 


6 


1 




80 


19 


1 




61 


34 


5 




44 


39 


17 




32 


37 


31 




28 


33 


39 




25 


30 


45 




20 


27 


53 




17 


23 


60 




15 


20 


65 




14 


16 


66 




14 


16 


68 




14 


17 


69 




13 


16 


69 




13 


15 


72 



°ln future years, it wHI be possible for both EAR and the standard 
Administrative Records method to use a direct approach to determine 
whether such one'Oxemption tax returns are in fact duplicates. The tax 
reform act of 1966 requires that persons fiiing tax returns state whether 
they are Included as an exemption on another tax return. 
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1 CONVERTING MATCHED TAX RETURNS TO 
MIGRATION DATA 



Coverage, Match Rate, and Efficiency 

To understand the relationship of tax payer migration to 
population migration, it Is necessary to have a firm under- 
standing of three concepts— coverage, match rate, and 
efficiency—that are common to EAR and the standard 
Administrative Records method. These three concepts 
form the basis for deriving estimates of population migra- 
tion from information on taxfiler migration. Furthermore, 
the differences in the application of efficiency rates in the 
two versions provides insight why EAR is not Just a method 
for developing race estimates, but why it is actually supe- 
rior to the standard Administrative Records method for 
estimating total popuiation.^o 

Oefinitlons. Each of the three concepts-coverage, match 
rate, and efficiency— can be defined for detailed popula- 
tion cells. Although each can be defined mathematically 
for any demographic group in any area for any year, the 
notation required to specify particular conditions obscures 
the broader meanings of the equations and concepts. 
Consequently, the equations shown below do not include 
indexes for age, sex, race, time, or area, however, it Is 
important to note that the terms in each equation are 
specific for a single set of variables. 

COVERAGE is the ratio of the number of tax exemp- 
tions (i.e., the "tax exemption population") at one date 
to the estimated population on that same date. 

Coverage « Exemptions / Population (1) 

In the standard Administrative Records method, the 
numerator is the total number of exemptions appearing on 
tax returns that are not claiming additional exemptions for 
age (65 and over). The denominator is the estimated 
resident population under age 65 for the same geographic 
area. For EAR, separate coverage rates are developed for 
each of the 44 demographic groups within the geographic 
area that are under the age of 65. 

MATCH RATE is the proportion of the tax exemption 
population in an area in the initial year of the migration 
interval that is matched in the second year of the 
Interval. 

Match Rate = Matched Exemptions / Exemptions (2) 
In ;he standard Administrative Records method, one 
match rate Is calculated for each area, Lut EAR defines 44 
distinct match rates for each geographic area. In general, 
the match rates tend to be less variable for demographic 
groups than coverage rates. (See table J for more detail.) 



^•'Word. Oavid L. and Meyer ZItter, Further Developments In Interc- 
ensai Population Estimates Usinfl Administrative Records, American 
Statistical Association, proceedings of the Social Statistics Section: 
pp. 260-261. 



EFFICIENCY Is the product of Coverage and Match 
Rate. It can also be defined as the ratio of the tax 
exemption population found in consecutive years (I.e., 
matched exemptions) to the estimated total population 
in the first year. 

Efficiency = Coverage • Match Rate 

~ Matched Exemptions / Population (3) 

Efficiency is the crucial factor for converting observed 
migration of taxpayers into migration estimates for the 
general population. EAR accomplishes this conversion to 
population migration by dividing the measured internal 
migration for a particular demographic class of taxpayers 
by the associated efficiency rate. 

Relationship to Estimating Internal Migration. Accurate 
estimates of net internal migration are the key to construct- 
ing accurate component population estimates. The esti- 
mates of the internal migration component In the two 
versions of the Administrative Record methods are based 
on migration of taxfilers. Both EAR and the standard 
Administrative Records method assume that the migration 
rate derived for taxfilers Is representative of the total 
migration rate for the equivalent population group. 

The difference between the migration rate as measured 
by matched tax returns and the unknown "true" migration 
rate is a function of both the proportion of nonfilers and 
their rates of migration relative to that of the filers. When 
nonfilers migrate at the same rate as filers, the migration 
rate for the total population as measured by matched tax 
returns will be extremely accurate. Since the rate of 
nonfiler migration cannot be observed In either version of 
the Administrative Records method, it is necessary to rely 
on the assumption that nonfiler migration does not differ 
substantially from the observed migration rate of filers. 

High efficiency levels imply that measured migration of 
filers closely corresponds to "true" migration because i 
there are few nonfilers. Estimated internal migration for 1 
areas with high efficiency rates or for demographic groups 1 
having high areal efficiency rates are likely to be accurate 
because the tax-filing population and the total population 
are essentially synonymous. The estimate of internal migra- ;• 
tion will be flawed only when efficiency is low and the 
migration of nonfilers differs markedly from filers. A low | 
efficiency rate by itself does not necessarily produce a 
poor estimate of population migration. 

An Application— National Data. Table J presents national 
estimates of coverage, match rate, and efficiency for the 
total and Black populations (by age and sex) for the 
migration year 1984.85. Although local, not national, effi- J 
ciency rates are the principal factor influencing the con- 
version from tax migration to population migration in EAR, ^ 
the national rates shown In Table J provide some indica- - 
tlons of the potential level of error in the EAR population ) 
estimates. 
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Tablo J. Coverage, Match Rate, and Efficiency by 

Age and Sex for the Total and Black Popula- 
tions: 1984-85 

(Values expressed as percentages) 





TOTAL POPULATION 


BLACK POPULATION 


Children 


Cov- 


Match 


Eni- 


Cov- 


Match 


Effi* 




erage 


Rate 


ciency 


erage 


piaie 


ciency 




105.5 


93.1 


98.2 


10fl9 


89.8 


96.0 


Males 
















83.0 


91.0 


75.5 


64.6 


85.4 


55.2 




84.8 


92.9 


78.8 


75.4 


87.7 


66.1 




86.6 


94.2 


81.6 


77.8 


89.8 


69.9 




87.1 


95.1 


82.8 


76.2 


91.5 


69.7 




85.9 


95.1 


81.7 


67.7 


91.3 


61.8 




70.4 


90.8 


63.9 


40.1 


86.0 


34.5 


Females 
















69.7 


84.5 


58.9 


47.7 


82.2 


39.2 




78.9 


90.6 


71.5 


66.2 


87.8 


58.1 




86.1 


93.5 


80.5 


74.1 


91.0 


67.4 




86.8 


94.8 


82.3 


71.2 


92.3 


65.7 




84.9 


95.2 


B0.8 


65.1 


91.6 


59.6 




70.7 


92.1 


65.1 


45.9 


89.1 


40.9 



For adult males below the age of 65, coverage does not 
vary from 85 percent. At this level of coverage, overall 
migration rates cannot be significantly Influenced by the 
migration behavior of the nonfilers. Over age 65 though, 
coverage drops to about 70 percent. The coverage rates 
for Black males in the prime labor force participation ages 
are about 10 percentage points lower than for the total 
male population. In addition, there is a far greater decrease 
in coverage for Black males in the surrounding ages (under 
25 and over 55). 

Although the coverage and efficiency rates for Blacks 
are lower than for the total population, we can infer that 
EAR'S procedures for estimating Black internal migration 
work quite well. The accuracy of the 1 980 Black population 
estimates for States and metropolitan areas with substan- 
tial Black populations did not differ from the accuracy of 
the 1960 total population estimates for the same type of 
areas. ''^ If the migration estimates had been flawed, ti 3 
population estimates could not have been so accurate. 

The lower coverage rctes for females aged 20 to 34 
may be related to EAR'S method of allocating age of 
spouse. EAR allocates the wife's age to the same broad 
age ^.'nup as h^* husband. Since a wife is often in a 
younger age category than her husband (e.g., a 25- 
year-old man could certainly be manied to a 24-year-old 
woman), this procedure could lead to an understatement 
of female coverage in the younger age groups. In addition, 
the h"'er coverage for females In the younger ages might 
also ' nributable to unmarried mothers who do not file 
tax returi.;:i. These women are less likely to be in the labor 



"See text tables E and F in Chapter 2. 



force than the unmarried women in their age cchort who 
do not havo children. Moreover, they are less likely to 
appear on a tax return than married women. 

The estimated coverage rates for children are spuri- 
ously high. Since coverage rates cannot actually exceed 
100 percent, these rates suggest some possible problems 
in the determination of demographic characteristics for 
dependents on tax returns. There are a number of factors 
that could contribute to this excess coverage, even after 
the possibility of duplicate filing has been eliminated. 
College students over the age of 20 who receive half their 
financial support from parents can be claimed as depen- 
dents on their parents' tax return. EAR classifies these 
persons as under 20 years of age. A second possibility is 
that both parties of a marriage terminated by divorce might 
be claiming their children as dependents. Finally, all "other" 
dependents are assigned to this young age g''Oup. Such 
dependents who are actually over age 20 would errone> 
ously add to the coverage of children. 

Population Aged 65 Years and Over. Data from matched 
tax returns are not used to estimate migration (or popula- 
tion) for the group aged 65 and over. Rather, the popula- 
tion estimates for this group are derived by taking the 
difference in the number of Medicare enrollees in consec- 
utive years. Although this procedure does not yield esti- 
mates of the components of gross migration, it has proved 
to be extremely accurate for estimating the population 
aged 65 and over. This finding is generally attributed V.':--' 
fact that Medicare coverage is so complete for this popu- 
lation. 

More than 95 percent of the population over age 70 Is 
enrollec'. in the Medicare program. Even in the first year of 
Medicare eligibility (i.e., age 65), nearly 90 percent of the 
eligible population avails itself of the opportunity to partic- 
ipate in this program. With such high levels of coverage, 
Medicare enrollment data are extremely useful for popula- 
tion estimation and are used in all phases of the Census 
Bureau's population estimates program. 

As might be expected, the coverage rate for Federal tax 
filing begins to fall off drastically at normal retirement ages. 
Table K shows this phenomenon with 1980 data on levels 
of tax coverage for persons apad 55 years and over. 
Although current coverage ratr.s may differ slightly, any 
differences are probably minor. 

There is a significant and steady downward trend in 
coverage for all of the race-sex groups after age 65.^^ The 
decrease is much more noticeable for the Black popula- 
tion. Coverage levels are so low for Blacks over age 65 
and Whites over age 75 that matched tax returns would be 
totally unsuitable for measuring migration of these groups. 



^^Estimates of tax coverage are calculated from a 20-percent sample, 
so small differences me«y not be statistically significcnt. 
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Table K. Coverage Rates for Persons Aged 55 Years 
and Over by Age, Sex, and Race: 1980 Fed- 
eral Tax R^iturns 

(Values expressed in porcents) 



Age 



55*59 years 

60 years 

61 years , , 

62 years .. 

63 years 

64 years 

65 years .. 

66 years 

67 years .. 

68 years 

69 years 

70-74 years 
75-79 years 
60*84 years 
65 and over 



Whitf 



Black 



Male 


FomBis 


Male 


iDi Halts 


68 


66 


73 


66 


68 


64 


74 


65 


66 


60 


65 


55 


90 


60 


69 


55 


63 


79 


62 


SO 


63 


76 


64 


50 


63 


70 


59 


42 


77 


64 


49 


35 


71 


59 


45 


29 


68 


49 


40 


23 


63 


49 


36 


23 


58 


46 


29 


16 


46 


39 


IS 


12 


42 


35 


13 


6 


41 


25 


10 


6 



Even though it would be desirable to develop explicit 
estimates of the components of net migration for all age 
groups, it is not practical to make direct calculations of 
Internal migration for the elderly from matchsd tax returns, 
given the low coverage rates. The accuracy of migration 
estimates for the elderly would be even more questionable 
for areas where a sizable proportion of the elderly popu- 
lation reside In retirement communities. Th3 elderly living 
in these special retirement communities tend to be affluent 
and, thus, more likely to file tax returns and to migrate than 
the rest of the elderly population in the same area. 

Calculating Gross Migration from Matched Tax 
Returns 

There are two principal issues for EAR to confront in 
estimating migration from the tax return data. The first 
Issue, common to both EAR and the standard Administra- 
tive Records method, is how to deal with undercoverage 
(i.e., the population that is not represented on tax returns). 
The concepts of efficiency and coverage directly enter into 
the conversion of tax filer migration into population migra- 
tion. 

The second issue is that the matched tax returns used 
for EAR come from a 20-percent sample. It would be 
desirable to have demographic Information encoded on all 
tax returns, not just the 20-percent sample. However, the 
lack of demographic characteristics on 80 percent of the 
tax forms will not materially affect the accuracy of the 
population estimates for the areas included in this report.'s 



''See Chapter 2 for a discussion of the approximate levels of 
eatlmatlon error that can be attributed to sampling. As an aside, the EAR 
sampling rate for migration estimates is Approximately twice the rate used 
In tlie other principal source of small-area data on migrant characteris- 
tics—the 19" J census data on movement duHng the 1975-60 period. 



There are, of course, individual data cells containing 
small numbers of people (e.g.. Black females aged 45 to 
54 in the Rochester, Minnesota MSA) where one should 
be wary of both the internal migration estimate and the 
postcensal population estimate. In such cases, safeguards 
are imposed on the EAR estimate of internal migration to 
keep It from being unreasonably high. A description of the 
method used to cap the internal migration estimates 
appears below in the section on calculating in-migration. 
Even with these safeguards, the potential for error is so 
great that population estimates are not included In this 
report when the population base Is small. 

Gross Out-Mlgratlon. In both EAR and the standard 
Administrative Records method, tax return migration data 
Is converted into estimates of population migration by 
assuming that the migration rate In the tax data applies to 
the resident population estimate.^* The three categories of 
matched exemptions used In measuring migration are: 
in-migrants to an area, out-migrants from the area, and 
nonmigrants (i.e., taxfilers who file from the same geo- 
graphic area in both years). The estimate of gross out- 
migration from an area is the out-migration rate based on 
matched exemptions times the base year population in the 
area.'fi in this context, matched exemptions refer to exemp- 
tions filed from an area in the first year of the migration 
interval, regardless of where they are found in the second 
year; i.e., total matched exemptions are calculated as 
nonmigrants plus out-migrants. Algebraically, the estimate 
of gross out-migration can be written as: 

Gross Out-Mlgrafon = Out-Migratlon Rate • Population (4) 

^ Out-Migrant Exemptions . 
" Matched Exemptions 

Efficiency is defined as the ratio of matched exemptions 
to population, (See equation 3.) equation 4 can be rewrit- 
ten to show that the estimate of gross out-migration from 
an area is the number of out-migrant tax exemptions 
divided by the efficiency for the area: 



, Out-Migrant Exemptions 
Gross Out-Migration = Efficiency Rate 



(5) 



In EAR, gross out-migration is computed separately for 
each of the 44 demographic cells under age 65 in all 468 
EAR areas. Equation 5 is used to calculate out-migration 
for every cell regardless of the level of efficiency. Est!- 
mates of the total gross out-migration (under age 65) for 
each EAR area are formed by summing the individual 
out-migration estimates for each age-sex-race cell. 



The resident population base used In the various estimates differs 
according to the available data. Generally, the base excludes the group 
quarters population. In some variants of the standard Administrative 
Records method, the base includes only persons under age 65; in othera, 
it includes all ages 

''For clarity, all subscripts and superscripts are omitted from the 
equations. The EAR migration estimates are derived separately for 44 
demographic cells, whereas the standard Administrative Records method 
relies on a single global rate. 
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Gross In-Mlgration. Logic suggests that the estimate oi' 
gross !n-migratlon would be derived in a manner analogous 
to the estimate of gross out-migration shown in equation 5. 
In fact, gross in-mlgration is calculated in just that manner 
in the standard Administrative Records method. IHowever, 
there are two factors mitigating against this approach. 
First, the in-migrants to any particular area will themselves 
be out-migrants from different areas with differing effi- 
ciency rates. The efficiency rates tend to differ from one 
another, but most Importantly, they tend to differ from the 
efficiency rate at the destination. Thus, some taxfller 
in-migrants would be inflated by too great a factor and 
othera by too small a factor. 

A second problem is that ihe efficiency rate for the 
destination area could be so low that the estimated level of 
In-migratlon for a demographic cell would be unreasonably 
high. Generally, efficiency rates calculated for demographic 
ceils with relatively large populations do not differ greatly 
from the national efficiency rate for that cell. When there is 
a large difference, it is impossible to gauge whether the 
difference is "real" or only a sampling problem. 

To avoid having to distinguish these problems, the 
efficiency rate used for caiculatins estimated gross in- 
migratlon (for EAR only) is modified slightly from the rate 
used in estimating gross out-mlgration. The modification Is 
developed in two steps. First, a Local Efficiency Rate 
(LER) Is calculated for all 44 demographic ceils In each 
EAR area according to equation 3. This LER is averaged 
with the National Efficiency Rate (NER) for the same 
demographic cell to obtain a Modified Local Efficiency 
Rate (MLER). However, if the initial Local Efficiency Rate 
differs from the National Efficiency Rate by more than 20 
percent, then the Modified Local Efficiency Rate is brought 
to wi^'iin 10 percent of the National Efficiency Rate for that 
cell. In other words, the MLER for any demographic cell 
within an individual EAR area is constrained to the interval 
bounded by 90 percent and 110 percent of the National 
Efficiency Rate for that cell. Algebraically, MLER Is: 

0.9 • NER ,if LER < 0.8 • NER 
MLLrt = (LER + NER) / 2 ,if 0.8 • NER g LER ^ 1.2 • McR 
1.1 'NER ,if LER > 1.2* NER (6) 

The Modified Local Efficiency Rate converts in-migrant 
tax exemptions into an estimate of total gross in-migrants. 
Equation 6 allows the estimates of gross In-migration to be 
calculated in a fashion directly analogous to the calculation 
of gross out-mlgration previously discussed in equation 5: 

In-Mlgrant Exemptions 
Gross In-Mlgration = ^^^^^^^^ ^^^^ Efficiency Rate 

State Estimates of Migration . Although EAR develops 
estimates of gross in-mlgration and gross out-migration for 
4B8 separate geographic areas, estimates of gross migra- 
tion at the State level cannot be produced by adding the 
estimates of gross migratloii for the separate EAR areas 
within the State. The following example should clarify that 
statement. 



Suppose that 3 of the 488 units of EAR geography are 
the Houston metropolitan area, the Dallas metropolitan 
area, and the rest of Texas. EAR provides estimates of 
gross in-mlgratlon and gross out-mlgration for each of the 
three areas. But. EAR doesn't differentiate the out-migrants 
from Houston who are also out-mlgrants from Texas and 
the out-mlgrants from Houston who are simultaneously 
in-migrants to Dallas or to the rest of Texas. These latter 
two groups are neither in-migrants nor out-mlgrants when 
the geographic unit of consideration is the State of Texas. 
Thus, migration flows frrm Houston to Dallas and Houston 
to the remainder of Texas would need to be excluded from 
Houston's out-mlgration when an estimate of gross out- 
mlgration from the State of Texas is compiled. Unfortu- 
nately. EAR'S data base does not allow tracking of individ- 
ual migration flows between separate areas. However, the 
estimate of net migration for a State is the sum of the net 
migration estimates for all areas within the State. 



COMPARISON OF EAR AND THE STANDARD 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS METHOD: AN 
EXAMPLE 

Both EAR and the standard Administrative Records 
method use the same basic data to estimate natural 
increase and international migration. The principal differ- 
ence between the methods is in the derivation of internal 
migration. Both methods calculate this component by 
inflating the number of migrants appearing on matched tax 
returns by the inverse of the efficiency rate. (See equations 
5 and 7.) However, there are several differences in imple- 
mentation between the methods. An obvious difference is 
that standard Administrative Records uses all tax returns in 
the estimates, while EAR uses only a 20-percent sample. 
In part because of problems inherent in small samples. 
EAR dampens the effect of extreme efficiency values on 
the estimate of in-migrants by averaging the local effi- 
ciency rate with the national rate. (See equation 6.) The 
standard Administrative Records method, on the other 
hand, treats in-migrants and out-migrants in the same 
manner. 

The greatest difference between EAR and the standard 
Administrative Records method is that EAR separates the 
population into 44 age-sex-race groups whereas the stand- 
ard Administrative Records method treats all persons 
under 65 as a single group. In EAR. the differential 
efficiencies for each of the 44 demographic groups ae 
applied to migrant exemptions for the appropriate sub- 
group of the population. To give a specific example. EA'R 
assumes that Black males aged 25-34 in an area who do 
not file tax returns migrate at the same rate as Black male^s 
of the same age in that area who do file. The standard 
Administrative Records method, on the other hand, assumes 
that Black males aged 25-34 in an area who do not file tax 
returns migrate at the same rate as ALL taxfllers under age 
65 from the area. 
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If the efficiency rates for all demographic groups and 
areas were equal, EAR and the standard Administrative 
Records method would generate the same estimates of 
Internal migration. However, there is v/ide variation in the 
efficiency rates across geographic areas and among demo- 
graphic subgroups. Nationally, the efficiency rates for 
Whites under age 65 is about 85 percent; for Blacks of the 
same age, It Is close to 70 percent. Much of the variation 
In local area efficiency rates parallels the underlying national 
variation among demographic groups. As might be expected, 
the geographic variation in efficiency is far greater among 
counties than for States and regions. 

The following example illustrates how variations in 
efficiency rates and observed migration rates among demo- 
graphic classes can lead to sizable differences in the 
estimates of total internal migration. To the extent that 
EAR utilizes the demographic variations in migration pat- 
terns, it should estimate total internal migration more 
accurately. 

EAR may even produce better estimates when the 
migration of nonfilers differs from that of filers. If migration 
of nonfilers within a geographic area varies across demo- 
graphic groups in a manner similar (but not identical) to the 
migration of filers, EAR will still capture some of the 
migration differentials. The standard Administrative Records 
method assigns a single migration rate to all nonfilers 
regardless of their demographic characteristics and so 
does not enable that method to capture the local area 
compositional differences. On the other hand, EAR weights 
the observed migration of filers (and nonfilers) within a 
demographic cell by the estimated size of the group. Thus, 
even If the basic assumption of equal migration rates 
between filers and nonfilers is invalid within some demo- 
graphic groups, EAR will give the failed assumption less 
weight. This apparent advantage of EAR may be offset 
somewhat by the difficulties Inherent with small sample 
sizes, 

The following example (table L) uses a hypothetical 
community of 20,000 persons to illustrate the difference 
between EAR and the standard Administrative Records 
method. One half of the population (10,000 persons) in the 
Initial year are White; the remaining 10,000 persons are 
Black. In the migration interval, 5,000 Whites leave the 
area (i.e., migrate out) and 1,000 Whites migrate Into the 
community. For Blacks, these figures are reversed. Black 
In-migration is 6,000 and Black out-migration Is 1,000. For 
simplicity, we will assume no births and deaths so that 
natural Increase is zero. Thus, at the end of the inte^'al, 
the community still has 20,000 persons, but the new race 
distribution is 6,000 Whites and 14,000 Blacks. The actual 
amount of total net internal migration is z&ro— 6,000 
In-mlgrants and 6,000 out-migrants. 

To simulate the estimation process for EAR and the 
standard Administrative Records method, it is necessary to 
make assumptions about the proportion of the population 
filing taxes and the efficiency rates. The local efficiency 
rates for Whites and Blacks are assumed to be the same 



as the national averages for these groups. For Whites, 
efficiency is assumed to be 65 percent. This implies 850 
in-migrant exemptions, 4,250 out-migrant exemptions, and 
4,250 nonmigrant exemptions. Efficiency for Blacks is 
assumed to be FO percent, resulting in 3,500 in-migrant 
exemptions, 700 out-migrant exemptions, and 6,300 non- 
migrant exemptions. 

Table L Internal Migration Estimates for a Hypotheti- 
cal Community: Comparison of EAR and the 
Standard Administrative Records IMetliod 



ACTUAL INTERNAL MIGRATION 

In-Mlgrants 

Out-Migrants 



Ntt Migration 



STANDARD ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORDS 



In-Migration 

Exemptions 

Efficiency 

Estimated In-Migrants . 

Out'Mlgratlon 

Exemptions 

Efficiency 

Estimated Out-MlgrantJ 



Ettlmatad Net Migration 
EAR 



In-Mlgratlon 

Exemptions 

Efficiency 

Estimated In-Mlgrants . 

Out-Mlgration 

Exemptions 

Efficiency 

Estimated Out-Migrants 



Estimated Net Migration 



Total 


White 


Black 


6.C00 
6.000 


1.000 
5.000 


5,000 
1.000 


0 


•4.000 


4,000 


4.350 
77.5% 
5,613 


(850) 
(77.5%) 
(1.097) 


(3.500) 
(77.5%) 
(4,516) 


4,950 
77.5% 
6,387 


(4.250) 
(77.5%) 
(5.484) 


(700) 
(77.5%) 
(903) 


•774 


(•4.387) 


(3.613) 


4,350 
(72.5%) 
6,000 


850 
85.0% 
1.000 


3,500 
70.0% 
5,000 


4,950 
(82.5%) 
6.000 


4.250 
85.0% 
5.000 


700 
70.0% 
1.000 


0 


•4,000 


4,000 



Note: Figures shown in parentheses are not actually used in the 
calculations. Rather, they are implied by the assumptions of the example 
and the method. 



EAR uses separate efficiency rates to estimate total 
migration while the standard Administrative Recads method 
uses only a single global efficiency rate for the community. 
The separate assumptions on efficiency by race imply 
4,350 in-migrant exemptions, 4,960 out-migrant exemp- 
tions, and 10,660 nonmigrant exemptions. The overall 
efficiency rate implied by these figures is 77.5 percent. This 
rate is then applied to the observed tax paying migrants (In 
and out) in the standard Administrative Records method to 
arrive at an estimate of total in and out migration. Although 
the assumptions in the example are admittedly extreme, 
they do serve to illustrate some of the important differ- 
ences between the two estimation methods. 
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Since EAR and the standard Administrative Records 
method treat all components of population change other 
than internal migration identically, the preceding example 
dealt only with estimates of internal migration derived from 
the two administrative records procedures. Table L details 
the derivation of estimated internal migration by the two 
methods and shows the "true" or actual migration data. 

In the example, the EAR estimate of net migration Is 
exactly equal to the true net migration, while the migration 
estimate from the standard Administrative Records method 
is significantly different. The difference between the two 
migration estimates in table L arises because Whites and 
Blacks have different rates of migration and different 
efficiency rates; also, the racial composition of the com- 
munity differs from the national average. 

EAR explicitly separates the tax data migration by race 
and recognizes the differences In efficiency between the 
two racial groups. The standard Administrative Records 



method is tied to a single efficiency rate for converting tax 
data into estimates of migration. In the example, the single 
efficiency rate overstates White migration and understates 
Black migration. Because of the underlying differences in 
net migration by race, the standard Administrative Records 
method seriously errs in estimating population as well as 
Internal migration. 

The numbers in table L support the EAR methodology. 
The efficiency rates for Blacks are generally lower than 
those for Whites and a difference of this magnitude would 
not be unreasonable when age«SGx-groups are compared. 

EAR can explicitly correct for these differences in 
efficiency and will often produce a more appropriate 
estimate of total internal migration than the standard 
Administrative Records method. Furthermore, as the exam- 
ple illustrates, EAR also produces separate population 
estimates for the racial/ethnic groups, while the standard 
Administrative Records method does not. 
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Figure 1. Black as a Proportion of Total State Population: 1985 
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Chapter 4. Trends in the Black Population: 1980 to 1985 



National 

The Black population In the United States increased 
from 26.7 million on April 1, 1980 to an estimated 28.9 
million by July 1, 1985. The 2.2 million increase translates 
to a growth rate of 8.3 percent, one and one-half times *he 
rate for the total population of the United States for the 
same time span. Blaclts accounted for 12.1 percent of the 
U.S. population in 1985 as opposed to 11.8 percent five 
years earlier. 



Regions and States 

In 1985, sixteen States (see table M) had Blacit popu- 
lations in excess of one million. Two of these States, New 
York (2.7 million) and California (2.1 million) had Black 
populations of more than two million. Only 12 states had 
more than one million Blacks in 1 980, while New York was 
the only State at that time with two million Blacks.The four 
States whose Black population passed one million in this 
decade are Alabama, Maryland, New Jersey, and South 
Carolina. Ten States and the District of Columbia had 
between 200,000 and 1,000,000 Blacks in 1985, and 8 
additional states had between 50,000 and 200,000 Blacks. 



Table M. States with 1985 Blaeic Population 
Exceeding 1,000,000 



(Numbers are in thousands) 



Rank 


State 


Population 


Percent 
changd 


Piopcrtlon 
Black 


1985 


1980 


1980 


1985 


1 




2,733 


2,515 


8.7 


14.3 


15.4 


2 




2,074 


1,832 


13.3 


7.7 


7.8 


3 




1,909 


1,708 


11.8 


12.0 


11.8 


4 


Illinois 


1.775 


1,682 


5.6 


14.3 


15.4 


5 




1,600 


1,466 


9.2 


26.8 


27.0 


6 




1,565 


1,350 


15.9 


13.9 


13.9 


7 




1,392 


1,320 


5.4 


22.5 


22.5 


e 




1,348 


1,240 


8.8 


29.5 


30.0 


8 




1,243 


1,200 


3.6 


13.0 


13.5 


10 




1,136 


1,081 


5.1 


10.9 


11.5 


11 




1,102 


1,055 


4.5 


8.9 


9.3 


12 




1,091 


1.011 


7.9 


18.9 


19.0 


^5 




1,076 


960 


12.1 


22.8 


24.2 


14 




1,055 


997 


5.8 


25.6 


26.2 


IS 




1,025 


942 


8.8 


12.8 


13.6 


16 




1,012 


949 


6.6 


30.4 


30.5 



Eight of the remaining 16 states, (Maine, New Hampshire, 
Vennont, North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, Idaho, 
and Wyoming) had fewer than 5,000 Blacks in 1965. 

For the States with a Black population of at least one 
million, the highest growth rates are Florida (15.9 percent), 
California (13.3 percent), Maryland (12.1 percent), and 
Texas (11.8 percent). Michigan, (3.6 percent) had the 
lowest Black growth rate among these States, but its rate 
of Black population increase was not materially different 
from that of other neighboring industrial states. 

California's estimated Black growth of 243,000 (13.3 
percent) between 1980 and 1985 (table 1) ranked first 
among States. Three other states New York at 219,000 
(8.7 percent), Florida at 215,000 (15.9 percent), and Texas 
at 201,000 (11.8 percent) registered Black population 
increases of a similar magnitude. Only one state. West 
Virginia, and the District of Columbia lost Black population 
during the 1980-1985 period. 

Racial composition or change in racial composition is 
often of greater interest than estimated numerical change. 
Even though Florida, California, and Texas exceeded the 
national rate of Black growth, none had an appreciably 
greater proportion of Blacks in their population in 1985 
than 1980. In fact, Texas had a lower proportion of Blacks 
in 1985 (1 1.8 percent) than In 1980 (12.0 percent). 

On the other hand, there were 3 States where Blacks 
increased their share of a State's population by at least 
one percentage point (table 1 following this chapter). The 
States are: New York from 14.3 to 15.4 percent; Maryland 
from 22.8 to 24.2 percent; and Mississippi from 35.2 to 
36.3 percent. Mississippi had the greatest proportion (36.3 
percent) of Blacks for any State in 1985; South Carolina 
(30.5 percent) was second; and Louisiana (30.0 percent), 
was third. The District of Columbia, which Is actually a city, 
is estimated to Have been 69.7 percent Black in 1985. 

The South continues to have both the greatest number 
of Blacks and the greatest proportion of total population 
that is Black among the four census regions. Slightly over 
one-half (52.8 percent) of the Black population in the 
United States lived in the South in 1986, roughly the same 
as the percentage of the national Black population living in 
that region at the time of the 1980 census (52.7 percent). 
Overall, 16.7 percent of the South's population is Black, 
compared with 8.7 percent for the remaining three regions.To 
place this statistic in another perspective, the proportion of 
population that is Black in the States of New York and 
Illinois (1 5.4 percent) is exceeded in 1 1 of the 16 Southern 
states. 
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Mttropolitan-Nonmetropolitan Differences 

More than four out of every five Blacks reside In 
metropolitan areas. The estimated rate of the Black pop* 
ulation Increase for all metropolitan areas from 1980 to 
1965 was 9.0 percent, almost double the 4.7 percent rate 
of the Black population Increase occurring In nonmetropol- 
itan areas (tables 2 and 3 following). The ma]or cause of 
this differential growth Is a continued net outmlgratlon of 
Blacks from the nonmetropolitan portion of the South. 

Over 90 percent of the nonmetropolitan Black popula- 
tion continues to reside in the South (4.6 of the 5.0 million). 
Although nearly 10 percent of this country's nonmetropol- 
itan population is Black, only one percent of the nonmet- 
ropolitan population in the North and West Is Black. There 
are just three States outside of the South where the 
nonmetropolitan population is even 2 percent Black. The 
three States are: Missouri (3.3 percent), Kansas (2.5 
percent), and Illinois (2.4 percent). 

Individual Metropolitan Areas 

The New York City metropolitan area's^ Black popula- 
tion was estimated to be 3.2 million on July 1, 1988 (table 
N and table 4). More than 10 percent of the United States' 
Black population lives In the New York CMSA and New 
York's Black population is greater than i'le total population 
of all but ten metropolitan areas in this country. Over 
one-half of New York's estimated 260,000 Black popula- 
tion increase during the 1980-85 period Is directly attribut- 
able to the component of net international migration. Miami 
and Boston are the only other metropolitan complexes In 
the United States that derive any appreciable portion of 
their Black population growth from this source. 

Los Angeles is the only other metropolitan area with a 
Black population increase of more than 100 thousand 
(129,000) from 1980 to 1985. Eight additional areas had 
Black population gains of between 50,000 and 100,000. 
Alphabetically, they are: Atlanta (82.000), Chicago (81 ,000), 
Dallas (66,000), Houston (77,000), Miami (93,000), Phila- 
delphia (64,000), San Francisco (53,000), and Washing- 
ton, D.C. (90.000). 

Natural inrrease (the number of births minus the num- 
ber of deaths) tends to be relatively high for the Black 
population. Therefore, very few metropolitan areas expe- 
rience enough net Black outmlgratlon to cause a toss in 
Bleck population. In fact, only 6 of the 223 metropolitan 
areas appearing in table 4 lost Black population between 
1960 and 1985. The largest losses in Black population 



^ For convenience, Indlvidusi metropolitan statistical areas (MSA's) In 
this section wilt be denoted by single readily recognized names, rather 
than by official titles. Furthermore, any reference to a particular metro- 
politan area refers to the larger consolidated metropolitan area (CMSA) 
when both the CMSA and the primary MSA (PMSA) are defined (e.g., 
Detroit will be taken to mean the Detroit-Ann Arbor, Mi CMSA). 



Table N. Metropolitan Areas with 1985 Black 
Population Exceeding 500,000 



(Numbers are In thousands) 



Rank 


M At rfi rM lite n 


Population 


Percent 
change 


Proportion 
Black 


1985 


1980 


1980 


19BS 


1 


New York CMSA .... 


3,201 


2,941 


8.8 


16.9 


18.1 


2 




1 645 


1,664 


5.2 


19.7 


20.3 


3 


Los Angeles CMSA . . 


1,194 


1,065 


12.1 


9.3 


9.2 


4 


Philadelphia CMSA . . 


1,109 


1,044 


6.2 


18.4 


19.2 


5 


Washington D.C. MSA 


965 


874 


10.3 


26.9 


27.3 


6 


Detroit CMSA 


949 


921 


3.1 


19.4 


20.4 


7 




641 


564 


13.6 


18.2 


18.0 


8 




608 


526 


15.6 


24.6 


24.9 


9 




592 


561 


S.6 


25.5 


26.0 


10 


San Francisco CMSA. 


524 


471 


11.2 


8.8 


8.9 



occurred in Kllleen, TX (-900) and Clarksville. TN (-1,200), 
and were caused by reported declines in the military 
stationed at Fort Hood and Fort Campbell, respectively. 

According to table 4, there are sixteen metropolitan 
entities with five-year growth rates for the Black population 
at or above 20 percent, but Miami (23.3 percent) is the only 
area with a sizable Black population. Sacramento (28.5 
percent), Honolulu (25.5 percent) and Phoenix (25.2 percent), 
all located In the West, had the most rapid rates of Black 
population growth among MSA's for the period 1980 to 
1985.2 Each of these areas had also experienced rapid 
growth In their total population. Three PMSA's within the 
Los Angeles metropolitan complex. Riverside (39.0 percent), 
Anaheim (29.6 percent), and Oxnard (27.2 percent) had 
particularly large rates of Black growth over the 1880-65 
period. 

There are 17 metropolitan areas in the United States 
where Blacks constitute more than 30 percent of the total 
population (table 0). All are in the South and most of them 
are mall. Memphis (41.4 percent) and New Orleans (33.6 
percent) are the only areas listed whose total population 
exceeds 500,000. 



Counties 

Table 5 presents Black population estimates for the 54 
individual counties having Black populations of more than 
80,000 in 1960. Cook County (Chicago), IL with an esti- 
mated 1985 Black population of 1,416,000 had more 



^Fresno, OA Is listed In table 4 as having had a Black population 
Increase of 33.5 percent. However this large rate of Increase Is spuriously 
high. The apparent error In the estimate is attributable to an overstate- 
ment In registered Black births reported by NCHS. A large proportion of 
the Hispanic births occurring in the city of Fresno were erroneously 
tabulated as Black. Had the birth registration data from the State of 
California been used In the construction of the estimates, the estimate of 
the Black population in the Fresno MSA would have been trimmed by 
nearly 6,000. This alternative estimate suggests that Fresnu's true Black 
growth rate for 1980-65 was slightly in excess of 10 percent. 
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Blacks than 45 of the 50 States. Los Angelas County 
(1,037,000) is the only other county with an estimated 
1935 Black population of over one million. Wayne County 
(Detroit). Ml at 842,000, Kings County (Brooklyn), NY at 
839,000, Philadelphia County, PA at 663,000, and Harris 
County (Houston), TX at 533,000 round out the list of 
counties with 1965 estimated Black populations in excess 
of 500.000. 



Tabtt O. Metropolitan Areas that are More than 30 
Percent Black In 19B5 



Metropolitan 


Percent Black 


Metropolitan 


Percent Black 


1965 


1980 


1985 


1980 


Pine Bluff, AR 


43.6 


40.6 


Shreveport, LA . . . 


33.7 


33.2 




43.2 


40.7 


New Orleans, LA . 


33.6 


32.6 




42.7 


41.3 


Tallahassee, PL . . 


31.9 


32.5 




41.4 


39.9 


Payetteville, NC . . 


31.3 


31.0 




38.7 


37.5 




31.1 


30.0 


Savannah, GA . . . . 


36.6 


36.6 




30.6 


30.9 


Columbus, GA — 


36.3 


35.1 


Charleston, SC . . . 


30.6 


31.1 


Montgomery, AL . . 


36.1 


34.7 




30.5 


29.2 




34.7 


33.6 









There is great disparity in the estimated rate of Black 
population change among the 54 counties appearing in 



table 5. De Kalb County (Atlanta), GA ranks first in Black 
growth at 29.6 percent.New York County (Manhattan), NY 
and the District of Columbia are the only two counties to 
have had Black population losses during the 1980-85 
period. 

Three counties, aside from De Kalb, have estimated 
Black population increases of more than 20 percent.Two 
of the three counties, Broward County (Ft. Lauderdale), PL 
(28.5 percent) and Dade County (Miami). PL (22.1 percent), 
are the constituent parts of the Miami CMSA. The third 
county with an increase In Black population exceeding 20 
percent is Prince George's County, MD (25.2 percent), a 
suburb of Washington, DC. Prince George's estimated 
Black net migration estimate of 41,000 was the highest 
among all counties, and probably reflects the sizable mi 
outmigration (27,000) from Washington DC for the same 
period. 

Five of the counties (and independent cities) appearing 
in table 5 were more than 50 percent Black in 1965. In 
addition to the District of Columbia (69.7 percent), they are: 
Orleans Parish (New Orleans), LA at 58.8 percent, Balti- 
more City, MD at 57.4 percent, Pulton County (Atlanta), GA 
at 52.7 percent, and Richmond City, VA at 52.2 percent. 



i':. 
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Table 1A. EttlmatM of the Black Population for States: July 1^ 1985, and Components of Change Since 1980 



Region, division, and Stato 



United States . . . . 

Nortt)eait 

Midwest 

South 

West 



New England . 

Maine 

New Hampshire . . 

Venmont 

Massachusetts . . . 

Rhode island 

Connecticut 



Middle Atlantic. 

New York 

New Jersey 

Pennsylvania 



East North Central . 

Ohio 

Indiana 

Illinois 

Michigan 

Wisconsin 



West North Central 

Minnesota 

Iowa 

Missouri 

North Dakota 

South Dakota 

Nebraska 

Kansas 



South Atlantic. . 

Delaware 

Maryland 

District of Columbia. 

Virginia 

West Virginia 

North Carolina 

South Carolina .... 

Georgia 

Florida 



East South Central 

Kentucky 

Tennessee 

Alabama 

Mississippi 



West South Central . 

Arkansas 

Louisiana 

Oklahoma 

Texas 



Mountain 
Montana .... 

tdaho 

Wyoming . . . 
Colorado .... 
New Mexteo . 

Arizona 

Utah 

Nevada .... 



Pacific . 
Washington. 
Oregon . . . . 
Callfomis .. 

Alaska 

Hawaii 



Jtitu 1 

1985 


Anril 1 

Mpni 1, 


Change, 1980*65 


Components of change 


Number 


Percent 


Births 


Deaths 


Net migration 


{nternatlonsl 


Total 


Percent 


26,902.400 


26,696,300 


9 904 1 00 






1 911 onn 


276,600 


321,000 


1.2 


5,405,400 


5.001 .600 


AM Ann 


A 1 

Oil 


047,200 


A 4 A Of lA 

216,300 


4 OA nnn 
1 08,000 


9<9 9AA 

72,700 


4 e 

1.0 


5.643.500 


5.352.600 


290,900 


5.4 


617,900 


235,500 


1 tt oaa 
1 0,800 


m CAA 

-81,500 


•1.7 


15,253,000 


14,064,300 


1,166.600 


6.5 


1,626,600 


673.300 


rO,cOO 


AAe QAA 

cOD,oOO 


1.7 


2,600,500 


2,279,700 


320,600 


14.1 


302,600 


66,300 


1A 7nn 


4f\A CAA 


4.6 


545,900 


490,600 


55,200 


11,3 


60,400 


16.500 


21.100 


11,200 


2.3 


3,600 


3,400 


200 


<B) 


500 


100 


100 


•300 




4,900 


4,400 


500 


(B) 


500 


100 


100 






1.600 


1,200 


500 


(B) 


100 






400 




256,300 


231,600 


26,500 


11.4 


28,600 


7,600 


12,400 


5,700 


2.6 


nn AAA 

33,600 


An AAA 

26,600 


4,600 


16.6 


4,300 


1,100 


2,000 


1,600 


5.3 


243,600 


221,000 


22,600 


10.3 


26,400 


7,400 


6,500 


3,600 


1,7 


4.659,500 


4,511,100 


A ^ n A A A 

346,400 


7.7 


486,700 


1^,8V) 


147,900 


61,600 


1.4 


2,733,100 


2,514,600 


216,500 


6.7 


275,500 


1C5,?W 


127,500 


46,700 


1,9 


1,024,700 


941,900 


62,900 


6.6 


103,500 


36,4U0 


15,100 


17,700 


1,9 


1,101,700 


1,054,700 


47,000 


4.6 


107,700 


55,700 


5,300 


•5,000 


•0.5 


4,794,400 


4,562,600 


0it%* AAA 

231,600 


5.1 


516,700 


199,100 


13,400 


-65.900 


•1.9 


4 1 oa AM 
1, iOO,^wv 




65,100 


5.1 


119,300 


50,500 


2.600 


•13,700 


•1.3 


436,100 


416,200 


19,900 


4.6 


47,400 


17,700 


600 


-9,900 


•2.4 


1,774,600 


1.661,500 


93,400 


5.6 


204,900 


73,300 


6,100 


•36,200 


-2.3 


1.242,900 


1,199,800 


43,200 


3.6 


119,000 


52,600 


2,600 


•23,100 


-1.9 


204,200 


164,100 


AA AAA 

20.000 


10.9 


26,000 


5,000 


1,1^00 


•900 


•0.5 


649,100 


769,600 


fid 300 


f .V 


101 9r)o 


OA onn 


3,400 


•fi 600 


•0 7 

•V, f 


63,700 


53,000 


1 V.VVW 


90 9 


a 700 


1 700 


1,300 


3,600 


7.1 


45,200 


42,600 


2.600 


6.1 


5,600 


1,600 


400 


•1.400 


•3.2 


645,100 


514,300 


30,900 


6.0 


61,100 


25,700 


900 


•4.600 


•0,9 


3,100 


2,500 


600 


(B) 


700 


• 


• 


• 


(B) 






qaa 
300 


(B) 


500 






-200 


(B) 


52,500 


48,100 


4,400 


A 4 

8.1 


7,000 


1,600 


OAA 

oOO 


BAA 

•600 


-1.7 


136,900 


127,100 


A BAA 

8,600 


7.7 


1 7,700 


5,500 


500 


-2.400 


•1.9 


6,342,900 


7»668,300 


674,600 


6.6 


654,700 


355,400 


63,400 


175,300 


2,3 


106,100 


97,000 


A 4 AA 
8,100 


A >J 

8.4 


1 1 ,500 


4,200 


300 


1,600 


1.9 


1 076 100 


OfiO 100 

VwV, IWW 


4 4 B AAA 

116,000 


« n 4 

12.1 


99,700 


AA AAA 

38,300 


7,600 


64,600 


5.7 


436,700 


450,000 


41% A AA 

•13,400 


4 A 

"3.0 


AA AAA 

38,900 


25,500 


A CAA 


A9 AAA 

•27,600 


•6.2 


1,090,700 


1.011,000 


79,700 


9 A 

7.9 


4 A 4 a A A 

101,600 


46,600 


2,600 


27,000 


2,7 


63.900 


65,300 


•1,500 


•2.2 


5,500 


4,500 


200 


•2,500 


•3.6 


1,392,300 


1,320,300 


72,000 


5.4 


129.300 


61,900 


1.000 


4,500 


0.3 


1,011,700 


946,600 


62.900 


6.6 


106.300 


43,100 


600 


-300 


0,0 


1,600,400 


d ^A#* AAA 

1,465,600 


134,600 


9.2 


169,400 


67.200 


2.000 


32.400 


2.2 


1,565,100 


1,350,100 


215,100 


16.9 


191,600 


62,100 


44,000 


66,600 


6.3 


3,032,600 


2,669,600 


AA AAA 

163,300 


5.7 


327,500 


147,600 


2,500 


•16.600 


-0.6 


263,900 


259,900 


4,000 


1.5 


27,000 


13.600 


400 


•9,100 


•3.5 


765,500 


725,400 


40,100 


5.6 


77,600 


37,200 


600 


•300 


0.0 


1,054.600 


996,600 


56,000 


5.8 


110,400 


51,900 


1,200 


-400 


0.0 


946,600 


667.500 


61,100 


6.6 


112.600 


44,900 


100 


•6.600 


•0,7 


3,677,300 


3,526,400 


Af>A AAA 

350,900 


10.0 


444,500 


170,100 


10,300 


76,500 


2.2 






16,600 


5.0 


45.600 


20,300 


400 


•6,400 


•1.7 


1,346,400 


1.239,700 


^ AA ^A A 

106,700 


6.6 


162,100 


61,100 


1,100 


7.700 


0.6 


227,600 


205,400 


22,200 


10.6 


27,900 


10,200 


1,000 


4,500 


2.2 


1,909,500 


1,708.200 


201,300 


11.6 


209,000 


76.400 


7,700 


70.600 


4.1 


321,900 


271.300 


50,600 


16.7 


39,900 


6,900 


2.100 


19.500 


7.2 


2.000 


1,600 


200 


(B) 


300 




-100 


(B) 


2,900 


2,600 


100 


(B) 


500 


100 


100 


•300 


(B) 


3,600 


3,300 


300 


(B) 


600 


100 


100 


-200 


(B) 


120,300 


103,200 


17,000 


16.6 


13,900 


3,100 


900 


6.300 


6.1 


26,700 


24.200 


4,500 


16.6 


3,600 


600 


200 


1,600 


6.7 


91.500 


74.700 


16,700 


22.4 


12.200 


3,000 


500 


7.600 


10.1 


11,600 


9.900 


1,600 


(B) 


1.400 


300 


100 


700 


(B) 


61,300 


61,400 


9,900 


19.2 


7.400 


1.600 


200 


4.000 


7.8 


2,276,600 


2.006,500 


270.200 


13.5 


262700 


77.400 


14,600 


64.900 


4.2 


122,400 


106.900 


16.600 


14.6 


15.700 


3,400 


600 


3.200 


3.0 


41,100 


37,600 


3.400 


6J 


5.C00 


1,400 


500 


•300 


•0.7 


2.074,300 


1,631,500 


242.600 


13.3 


235.500 


72.200 


13,100 


70.400 


4.3 


17.600 


14.000 


3.600 


26.0 


2,600 


300 


100 


1,300 


9.4 


23.200 


16,300 


4.600 


26.6 


3,600 


200 


200 


1.200 


6.6 



• Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero. 

(B) Indicates that 1880 population base was less than 10,000. 
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Table IB. Annual Eatlmates of the Black Population for Statas: April 1, 19B0 to July 1, 1985 



RsQiOHi division, md StAt9 


April 1, 
1980 


Julv 1 

1661 


Julv 1. 
1982 


Julv 1. 
1983 


Julv 1 . 
1964 


Julv 1. 
1605 


Percent Black 


i960 


1986 




26.698.300 


27.222,200 


27,651,000 


26,070,400 


28,488,000 


28.902,400 


11.6 


12.1 




6.001,600 


5,092,100 


5,166,600 


6,246.000 


6,326,900 


6,405,400 


10.2 


10.8 




6.362,600 


5,427,200 


6,469,700 


6,620.700 


6,664,500 


6.643,600 


9.1 


9.6 




14.064.300 


14,349,700 


14,697,400 


14,819.700 


16,037,000 


15,253,000 


167 


18.7 




2.279,700 


2,353,200 


2,417,600 


2,482,000 


2,537,800 


2,600,500 


5.3 


6.4 




490.600 


505,500 


614,200 


623,600 


634,400 


646,900 


A n 
4.0 


A 4 

4.3 




3.400 


3,700 


3,600 


3,600 


3700 


3,600 


(B) 


(B) 




4.400 


4,500 


4,500 


4,500 


4700 


4,900 


(B) 


<B) 




1,200 


1,200 


1,300 


1,300 


1,400 


1.600 


(B) 


(B) 




231.800 


239,000 


242,200 


247,100 


252,600 


268,300 


4.0 


4.4 




28.800 


29,800 


30,700 


31,200 


32,300 


33.600 


3.0 


3.6 




1 .Www 


997 900 

tmtm f ,CWW 


931 700 

1 , r WW 


995 700 

ItwW. r WW 


999 700 

KWw, r Ww 


919 fiOO 

•C^w.wWw 


7.1 


7.7 


Middle Atlantic 


4,511,100 


4,586,600 


4,652,300 


4,724,400 


4,792.600 


4,859,600 


12.3 


13.1 


New York 


2,514,600 


2,563,500 


2,603,700 


2,649.600 


2,692.700 


2,733,100 


iA 0 

14. J 


IK A 

10.4 




941,900 


960,800 


976,200 


992,200 


1,006,900 


1,024700 


12.8 


13.6 




1,054.700 


1,062,200 


1,072,400 


1,082,700 


1,092,800 


1,101,700 


8.9 


9.3 




4,562,800 


4,622,700 


4,856,400 


4,696.500 


4,748,500 


4,794.400 


10.9 


11.6 






1 ntiA tmf\ 

1,U94,9VU 


i,iUJ,2UU 


1,1 1<,0UU 


1 1 0A finn 


1 i«sA Ann 


10.0 


10.8 




416,200 


422,100 


425,200 


429,800 


433,600 


436,100 


7.6 


6.0 


lllinoit 


1,881,600 


1707,200 


1,722,500 


1,739,400 


1,769,700 


1,774,800 


147 


16.4 




1,199,800 


1,209,100 


1,212,700 


1,219,000 


1,230,600 


1,242,900 


13.0 


13.5 




164,100 


189,400 


192,800 


195,700 


199,800 


204,200 


3.0 


4.3 




789,800 


604,500 


613.300 


824.200 


836.100 


649,100 


4.6 


48 




63,000 


56,800 


57,300 


56.800 


61,200 


63,700 


1.3 


1.5 




42,600 


43700 


43,700 


44,300 


44,700 


46.200 


1.6 


1.6 




614,300 


620,400 


625,100 


630,600 


637.500 


546,100 


10.5 


10.9 




2,500 


2,900 


2,900 


3/}00 


3,ir^'^ 


3,100 


(B) 


(B) 




2,200 


2,300 


2,400 


CtOUO 


0 Kfit 
2,0WW 


A Itnn 
2,900 


(B) 


(B) 




48,100 


49.400 


50.500 


61,200 


52,300 


62,600 


0 1 

3.1 


3.3 




127,100 


130,100 


131,400 


133,800 


134,900 


136,900 


6.4 


6.6 




7.668,300 


7,827700 


7,957,300 


6,060,300 


6,211,000 


6,342,900 


20.7 


20.6 




97,000 


99,000 


100,200 


102,000 


104,000 


106,100 


16.3 


17.1 




GAfs Ann 


VDd,DOO 


1. 006.200 


1 nOA AAA 


1 ne<9 AAO 
i,003,OUU 


1 n7o inn 


22.8 


24.2 




460,000 


446,100 


444,700 


443,300 


439,000 


436,700 


7n c 

70.0 


Aft 7 


Vlrglnlft 


1,011,000 


1,031,200 


1,045,400 


1,061,700 


1,077,800 


1,090,700 


16.9 


19.0 




65,300 


85,400 


65,400 


65,300 


64,900 


63,900 


3.3 


3.3 




1,320,300 


1,337,800 


1,350,900 


1,386,600 


1,377,200 


1,392,300 


22.6 


22.6 




948,800 


966,100 


979,600 


991.200 


1,001,600 


1,011,700 


30.4 


30.6 




1,466,800 


1,497,200 


1,623,200 


1,643,800 


1,671,100 


1,600.400 


26.6 


27.0 




1 ,JwU,1 vU 






1 ifii nno 

1 .^OI.OUw 


1 691 900 

1 ,WC 1 ,9wVI 


1 KfiR 100 
1 ,0«w. I WW 


13.9 


13.d 




2,889,500 


2,910,300 


2,944.000 


2,974,900 


3,006.300 


3,032,800 


19.6 


20.1 




259,900 


260.200 


2G3.500 


264.600 


265.300 


263,900 


7.1 


7.1 




725,400 


736,000 


742,300 


746.700 


755,900 


765,500 


1 e A 


1A 4 
10.2 




996,800 


1,012,100 


1,022,800 


1,031,800 


1,043,800 


1,054,600 


25.6 


26.2 




887,500 


902,000 


915,500 


929,900 


941,300 


948,600 


35.2 


36.3 




3,526,400 


3,611,700 


3,696,000 


3,764,500 


3,619700 


3,877,300 


14.9 


147 




373. 100 


378,300 


*iot% cnn 


AOS tlf\t\ 


AOa 1AA 


<9Ai onn 


16.3 


16.6 


toulslana 


1,239,700 


1,267,400 


1,291,100 


1,311,600 


1,332,300 


1,348,400 


29.6 


30.0 


Oklahoma 


205,400 


211,000 


217.200 


222.100 


225,500 


227,600 


6.8 


6.9 




1708,200 


1,755,000 


1.805,200 


1,645,200 


1,672,700 


1,909,600 


12.0 


11.8 




271.300 


283,800 


295.700 


304.600 


311,700 


321,900 


2.4 


2.6 




1,800 


1.700 


1,900 


2.000 


1,900 


2,000 


(Q) 


(B) 


Idaho 


2,800 


2,800 


2700 


2700 


2,700 


2,900 


(B) 


(B) 




3,3on 


3,400 


3,600 


3700 


3,500 


3.600 


(B) 


(B) 




103,200 


108,000 


112,700 


114,500 


116,400 


120,300 


3.6 


3.7 




;f4.200 


25,000 


26,200 


27,600 


27,800 


29700 


1.9 


2.0 




74,700 


78.000 


81.500 


64,900 


68,400 


91,500 


2.7 


2.9 




9.900 


10,600 


10.700 


11.300 


11,5C0 


11,600 


(B) 


(6) 




51.400 


54,200 


56,400 


67,800 


69,500 


81,300 


8.4 


6.6 


Pacific 


2,008,500 


2,069.400 


2,121,800 


2,177.500 


2,225.900 


2,276.600 


6.3 


8.4 




106.900 


112.100 


115.500 


117.000 


120.400 


122,400 


2.6 


2.6 




37,800 


38,500 


39,200 


39.300 


40.200 


41.100 


1.4 


1.6 




1,631.500 


1,887,600 


1.934,400 


1,985.200 


2,027.300 


2,074,300 


77 


7.6 




U.'HK) 


13,800 


15.100 


16,100 


16.700 


17,600 


3.5 


3.4 




16.300 


17,500 


17,600 


19,800 


21,400 


23,200 


1.9 


2.2 



(B) Indicates that 1980 population base was less than 10,000. 
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Table 2A. Estimates of the Black Metropolitan Population for States: July 1, 1985, and Components of 
Since 1980 



Region, division, and State 


July 1, 
1985 


April 1. 
1980 


Change, 1980*85 




Components oi change 


Number 


Percent 


Births 


Deaths 


Net migration 


International 


Total 


Percent 


United States 


;i3,936,900 


21,957,800 


1.979.000 


9.0 


2 66B 600 

C.WW0,WWW 


982,400 


97d Af)n 
fir 1, www 


Q70 onn 


1.7 




5,345.500 


4,947,000 


398,500 


8.1 


541,800 


214,200 


168.200 


70,800 


1.4 




5,402,100 


5,121,300 


AOA OAA 

280.800 


5.5 


591,200 


224,600 


15,800 


*85,800 


•1.7 


South • 






AB^ AAA 

987,200 


10.2 


1 1A1 QAA 


439 400 


74.200 


285.300 


3.0 




2,534,200 


2,221,700 


A 4 A fiAA 

312,600 


14.1 


294,200 


64,200 


16,400 


102,600 


4.6 




533,200 


479.700 




112 


59.100 


ifi ftnn 


20.800 


10,400 


2.2 




1.700 


1,600 


100 


<B) 


200 




- 


• 


(B) 




3.900 


3,500 


400 


(B) 


400 


100 


• 


• 


(B) 




400 


400 




(B) 




• 


• 




(B) 








AC OAA 

25,800 


1 1.3 


OA onn 


7.600 


12,400 


5.200 


2.3 




30,100 


25,600 


4.500 


17.4 


4.000 


1,000 


1,900 


1,400 


5.4 




242,000 


219,400 


AA 7AA 

22,700 


10.3 


26.200 


7.300 


6,400 


3,800 


1.7 




4,812.300 


4,467,300 






482.800 


1QO onn 


147,400 


60.400 


1 d 




2.700,400 


2,484,600 


PIS 700 


A 7 

w. f 


272.800 


inA Rnn 

1 U4.0UU 


1?7!l00 


47,700 


1.9 




1,024,700 


941.900 


82,900 


8.8 


103.500 


38.400 


15,100 


17,700 


1.9 




1,087,200 


1,040,800 


46.300 


4.5 


106,400 


55,100 


6,300 


.5,000 


•0.5 




4.651,800 


4,425,000 


226 800 


6 1 

w. 1 


602,400 


1 00 Rnn 


12,800 


-82,900 


-1.0 




1.094.600 


1.040,800 


63 800 


6 2 


115,200 


An Ann 


2,700 


•12,800 


•1.2 




409,700 


390,700 


10 000 


d Q 

■f tW 


44,800 


iA 7nn 

10,r Uw 


700 


-9,100 


•2.3 




1,725,000 


1,634,900 


91 000 


6 A 


199.600 


71 nnn 

r 1 .vv/U 


5,900 


•37,700 


•2.3 




1,221.300 


1,177,800 


d3 600 


3 7 
w. r 


117,100 


^1 Rnn 


2,500 


•22.000 


•1.9 




200,300 


180,000 


19 dOO 


in 

1 U. 1 


25,700 


A nnn 

O.UvU 


1,100 


•1,300 


•0.7 




750,300 


AOfi AAA 
D9O.2U0 


64,100 


7.8 


aa AAA 

88.800 


31,900 


3,000 


•2,900 


•0.4 


S Jin AAe>M4A 


62.200 


£4 CAA 

51.500 


10.600 


20.7 


8.500 


1,600 


1,300 


3,800 


7.3 




37.700 


QC ^AA 

35,400 


2,300 


6.5 


4,800 


1.300 


200 


-1,200 


•3.2 


a JtfieAi ipI 


4D8.300 


^AA AAA 

462.000 


27 200 


Q 

W.0 


54|900 


00 7nn 


800 


•4,900 


•1.1 


North Dakota 


1.500 


1,200 


300 

www 




300 




• 




(B) 




1.500 


1,200 


200 

Cww 


tQ\ 
\PJ 


400 






.1 on 


SP) 




51,400 


47,000 


d don 


Q 3 


6.800 


1 7nn 


300 


•700 


•1.5 




106,800 


97,800 


9,000 


9.2 


13.100 


4,400 


400 


300 


0.3 




6,021,500 


e ^^A 7AA 

5,440,700 


CQA Ron 

0OU.OUU 


1 n 7 

1 U.r 


622,100 


0 AO Ann 


62,400 


201,100 


3.7 




67,900 


60.900 


7 nnn 


1 1 A 

1 1 .0 


6.900 


0 7nn 
c.r uu 


300 


2,600 


4.6 




1.014,000 


899,400 


1 1d Aro 


12 7 
1 c.r 


93.700 


3d Qon 


7,600 


66 800 

ww,OUw 


A 9 




436,700 


450,000 


.13 don 


.3 n 

'w.U 


39.900 


OA A^ 


4.600 


•k:7,800 


•6.2 




827,500 


751,300 


76,200 


10.1 


80,100 


34,500 


€^,700 


30.500 


4.1 




22,900 


23,400 


•600 


•2.4 


2,000 


1.500 


• 


•1.100 


•4.0 




695,700 


651,300 


44,400 


6.8 


64,200 


27.900 


1.000 


6,100 


1.3 


Sniilh Oflrfillnfl 


■tOO,*tUV 


A AO Qf\r\ 

■ffOc,OUw 


35,500 


7.7 


CA AAA 

Dc.UUU 


20,400 


500 


4.000 


0.0 




1,024,400 


013,500 


d d A AAA 

110.900 


12.1 


106.400 


39,600 


1.900 


44.000 


4.8 




1,434,000 


1.227.000 


206,100 


16.8 


176.800 


55.500 


43,600 


84.800 


6.9 




1,734.400 


1,631.300 


103 inn 


A *i 
D.O 


182.200 


Ai onn 


2,100 


2,100 


0.1 




183,400 


178.400 


d QOO 


0 fl 

£.D 


19.200 


Q An.^ 


400 


•4,900 


•2 7 
•c». r 




643.100 


605,600 


37 'snn 

w f .wUU 


A 9 


66,7C0 


'sn 'inn 


600 


l!200 


0.2 




677.000 


633.300 


43,700 


6.9 


70.200 


32,400 


1,000 


6,900 


0.9 




230,900 


214,000 


17,000 


7.9 


26,000 


8,900 


100 


•100 


0.0 


West South Central 


2,899,100 


2,595,900 


303 3nn 


117 

1 1. r 


337.000 


1 1 A onn 

1 1 D.vUU 


9,700 


82,100 


3.2 




175.900 


164,100 


1 1 Qnn 


7 3 
r .0 


21,100 


7 Qnn 


400 


•1,400 


-0.0 




020,900 


838.800 


R2 inn 


0 R 


111.300 




1.000 


10.600 


1.3 




171.000 


151,100 


10 onn 


13 1 

1 w.l 


21.800 




800 


4.400 


2.9 




1,631,300 


1.441,900 


189,400 


13.1 


162.800 


61.900 


7.500 


68,500 


4.8 




ADC AAA 

2ob,200 


AAA ^AA 

239,400 


45.800 


19.1 


35,100 


7,800 


1,900 


16,400 


7.7 




1.300 


1,200 


100 


(B) 


300 






•100 


(B) 




800 


600 


200 


(B) 


100 






100 


(B) 




2.500 


2,400 


100 


(B) 


400 


100 




•200 


(B) 




118.400 


101.600 


16,700 


16.5 


13,700 


3,100 


900 


6.100 


6.0 




14,100 


11,600 


2,400 


20.9 


1,700 


300 


200 


1,000 


8.9 




77,800 


62,600 


15,200 


24.3 


10.300 


2.500 


500 


7.400 


11.0 


Utah 


10,600 


9.200 


1.400 


(B) 


1.300 


300 


100 


400 


(B) 




50,800 


50,200 


9,500 


18.9 


7,300 


1.500 


200 


3,700 


7.4 


Pacific 


2.240.100 


1.982.300 


266,800 


13.5 


259.100 


76.400 


14,500 


84,200 


4.2 




118.300 


103,000 


15.300 


14.8 


15,300 


3,300 


700 


3,300 


3.2 




30,100 


35,700 


3.400 


9.5 


4.700 


1,400 


400 




0.1 




2,056,900 


1.616.200 


240.800 


1o.3 


233,500 


71.400 


13,100 


78,700 


4.3 


Alaska 


12.400 


9.600 


2.800 


(B) 


1,600 


200 


100 


1.200 


(B) 


Hawaii 1 


22.300 


17,800 


4,500 


25.5 


3,700 


200 


200 


1,000 


6.7 



• Represents zero or a nunnber which rounds to zero. 

(6) indicates that 1980 population base was less than 10,000. 
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Table 2B. Annual Estlmatea of the Black Metropolitan Population for States: April 1, 1980 to July 1, 198S 



Region, divlston, and Stata 


April 1, 
1980 


1981 


July 1, 
19B2 


July 1. 
1983 


1984 


July 1, 
1985 


Percent Black 


1980 


1985 




21,957,600 


22,426,700 


t\n AA« AAA 

22,601,300 


A A « AAA 

23,177,000 


CSA fiAA 

«3,ODO,90Q 


AQfi AAA 

4S3,93o.900 


19 7 


iQ 1 




4.947,000 


5,036,300 


5.109,700 


5.190,100 


5,267,300 


5,345,500 


11.3 


12.1 




5.121,300 


5.192,200 


5,232,700 


5,262,600 


5.345,000 


5,402,100 


12.3 


12.9 




9,667,900 


e.906.300 


10.102,600 


10.285,600 


10,464,600 


10.655.000 


16.6 


16.9 










9 AIR 700 


9 d79 700 


9 ^'kA 9nn 


6.2 


6.3 




479,700 


494,000 


502,500 


511. BOO 


522,500 


533,200 


4.6 


6.0 




1,600 


1.700 


1.600 


1,800 


1,600 


1.700 


(B) 


(B) 




3,500 


3.500 


3,600 


3,600 


3,700 


3,900 


(B) 


(B) 




400 


500 


500 


500 


400 


400 


(B) 


(B) 




229,200 


236,300 


239,300 


244,000 


249.600 


255,000 


4.2 


4.6 




oi; Ann 


oe cnn 




97 QOO 


90 Aon 


inn 


3.0 


3.4 




219,400 


225,600 


230.100 


234,100 


236,100 


242,000 


7.7 


6.3 


Middle Atlantic 


4.467.300 


4.542,300 


4,607,100 


4.676,300 


4,744,600 


4,612,300 


40 A 


AA 0 
14. J 


New York 


2.464,600 


2,533,300 


2,572.600 


2,617,600 


2.659.600 


2.700.400 


15.7 


16.6 




941,900 


960,600 


976,200 


992,200 


1,006.900 


1,024.700 


12.6 


13.6 




1.040.600 


1,046,200 


1,056.200 


1.068,300 


1.076,300 


1.087.200 


10.4 


10.6 




4,425,000 


4,493,000 


A C4 C AAA 

4,519,900 


A eee AAA 

4.556,000 


A CAC QAA 

4,wO,300 


A CC« AAA 

4.651 .600 


1^ 7 


AA A 


Ohio 


1,040.600 


1,053,600 


1.062,000 


1,071.100 


1,063.300 


1,094.600 


100 
12.2 


10 0 

12.0 




390.700 


396,300 


399,300 


404.200 


407.500 


409.700 


1U.5 


1 1 n 

1 1 .U 




1,634,900 


1,659,900 


1,674.600 


1,691,400 


1,710.900 


1,725.900 


1 7 c 


1A 0 

I0.2 




1,177,600 


1,167,000 


1,190,600 


1,197.400 


1.208.600 


1,221.300 


19.7 


1A ft 

lo.o 




160.900 


166,000 


169,200 


191,900 


195,900 


200,300 


9.0 






696,200 


709,200 


716,600 


^'^A CAA 

726.600 


^AA 

736.700 


OAA 
7OU.OOO 


7.4 


7.6 




51,500 


54,300 


05,600 


JAA 

67,400 


58.700 


CO OAA 

02,200 


2.0 


2.3 




35,400 


nn AAA 

36.000 


36,100 


35,700 


OAA 

37,200 


0^ ^AA 

37.700 


2.0 


0 1 

J.I 




462,000 


aA^ AAA 

467,200 


A ^A AAA 

470.900 


475,600 


A OA AAA 

462,000 


40 A AAA 

489 300 


AA 0 


AA A 
14.0 




1,200 


1,400 


1,300 


4 J AA 

1,400 


4 CAA 
I.OOO 


4 CAA 

1,500 


/Q\ 

(BJ 


10) 


South Dakota . . ... 


1,200 


1,300 


1.400 


1,500 


1.500 


1,500 


(0) 






47,000 


46.300 


49,200 


50,000 


51.100 


61,400 


6.6 


6.9 




97.600 


100.700 


102,000 


104,000 


105,600 


106,600 


6.6 


6.6 




6,440,700 


6,576,600 


e C AA 

6,686,500 


C *9AA ^AA 

5,793,400 


C AAA JAA 

6,906.400 


0 A04 CAA 

0,021 ,500 


on ^ 

2U.d 


on R 

cUtO 




AAA 

60.900 


62.400 


0A AAA 

63,300 


64,600 


AA AAA 
60.200 


0^ AAA 

67,800 


ICO 

15.d 


4A C 


Mafvland 


699.400 


924.600 


943,900 


964,200 


991.700 


1,014,000 


22.0 


Oil ft 

24.9 




450.000 


445.100 


444,700 


443.300 


439,000 


436.700 


70.5 


69.7 


VifQlnia 


751.300 


771,600 


765.600 


601,500 


616,100 


627,600 


20.1 


20.2 


West Virginia 


23.400 


23.000 


22,600 


22,600 


23,100 


22,900 


3.3 


3.3 




651,300 


662,400 


670.000 


676.600 


666,400 


695.700 


20.3 


20.4 




462,900 


473,500 


461.400 


488.300 


493,200 


496,400 


24.6 


25.1 






QQD Ann 




Q7A inn 


QQQ onn 


1 c\OA Ann 


26.6 


27.1 




1,227,900 


1,275,700 


1,316.300 


1,353,700 


1,392,100 


1,434.000 


13.6 


14.0 




1,631.300 


1,656,900 


1,676,600 


1,694,400 


1,712.600 


1,734.400 


on A 
2U.0 


04 0 
21.2 




176,400 


179.700 


160,900 


162,400 


162,100 


163,400 


m A 
IU.0 


m A 




605.600 


615,300 


621.100 


626.300 


633,200 


643,100 


19.9 


20.4 




633,300 


645.300 


652,600 


659,700 


666,900 


677.000 


25.7 


26.6 




214,000 


216,600 


222.000 


226,000 


228,400 


230.900 


29.9 


30.6 




A ^A^ AAA 

2,595,900 


A AAA AAA 

2,668,900 


A ^AA ^AA 

2,739,700 


A ^A^ AAA 

2,797,600 


A fi 4 e AAA 

2,645.900 


0 OAA 4 AA 

2,699.100 


AC A 
15.4 


1ft 0 

19.d 


ArkflnfiAfi . . . . 


164.100 


167,900 


169.900 


171.900 


173,900 


175,900 


40 C 

IO.5 


1Q A 

19.1 




636,600 


659,500 


677,500 


693,000 


906.900 


920,900 


'^A A 

29.0 


OA 7 

29.7 




151.100 


156.400 


161,200 


165.000 


168,600 


171,000 


6.6 


6.9 




1.441,900 


1,485,000 


1,531,000 


1,567.900 


1,594i400 


1,631,300 


12.6 


12.5 




AA A AAA 

239,400 


251,100 


261,700 


A0M t*A<% 

269,500 


275,700 


OOe AAA 

265,200 


3.3 


3.5 




1,200 


1.100 


1,200 


1.300 


4 OAA 

1,300 


4 OAA 

1,300 


(B) 


(8) 




600 


700 


600 


700 


700 


800 


(B) 


(B) 




2.400 


2,400 


2,600 


2.700 


2.500 


2.600 


(B) 


(B) 




101,600 


106,400 


111.000 


112.800 


114.500 


116.400 


4.4 


H.5 




11,600 


12,100 


12.600 


13.400 


13.600 


14,100 


1.9 


2.1 




62,600 


65,400 


66.600 


71.800 


74,600 


77,600 


3.1 


3.2 


Utah 


9,200 


9.600 


9.600 


10.300 


10.400 


10.600 


(B) 


(9) 




50,200 


53.200 


55,100 


56.500 


66,000 


59,600 


7.7 


7,6 




1,982,300 


2,04*...^ 


2,094.400 


2,149.200 


2.196.000 


2.249,100 


6.9 


7,0 




103,000 


108,200 


111.700 


113,100 


116.400 


116,300 


3.1 


3,3 




35.700 


36.700 


37,300 


37,400 


36.300 


39.100 


2.0 


2.1 




1.616.200 


1.67: ,600 


1,918.200 


1,968.300 


2,010.600 


2,056,900 


6.0 


6.1 




9.600 


9^500 


10.400 


11 400 


11.800 


12,400 


5.5 


6.4 




17,600 


16.900 


16,900 


19,100 


20,700 


22,300 


2.3 


2.7 



(B) Indicates that i9d0 population base was less than 10,000. 
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Table 3A. gj'jjg^**^^ Nonmetropolltan Population for States: July 1, 1985, and Components of 



flcglon, division, and State 



Julv 1. 
1985 



ApHI 1. 
1960 



Change. 1900-S5 



Number 



Percent 



Births 



Components of change 



Deaths 



Net migration 



Internationa! 



Total 



United States . 

Northeast 

Midwest 

South 

West 



New England . 

Maine 

New Hampshire. . . 

Vermont 

Massachusetts . . . 

Hhode island 

Connecticut 



Middle Atlantic. 

New York 

New Jersey 

Pennsylvania 



East North Central. 

Ohio 

Indiana 

fliinole 

Michigan 

Wisconsin 

West North Central 

Minnesota 

Iowa 

Missouri 

North Dakota 

South Dakota 

Nebraska. 

Kansas , 



South Atlantlo. . 

Oelawtre 

Maryland 

District of Columbia. 

Virginia 

West Virginia 

North Carolina 

South Carolina .... 

Georgia 

Florida 



East South Central. 

Kentucky. 

Tennessee 

Aiabamc 

Mississippi 

West South Central < 

Arkansas 

Louisiana 

Oklahoma 

Texu 

Mountain 

Montana 

Idaho 

Wyoming 

Colorado 

New Mexico 

Arizona 

Utah 

Nevada 



Pacific . 
Washington. 
Oregon , . . , 
Callfomla. . . 

Alaska 

Hawaii 



4.965.600 

59.900 
241,300 
4,598.000 
66.300 

12.700 
1,900 
900 
1.300 
3.200 
3.500 
1.700 

47.300 
32,700 

14.600 

142.600 
41.600 
26.300 
48.900 
21,700 
3,900 

98.600 
1.600 
7.500 

55.900 
1.600 
1,000 
1,100 

30,100 

2,321.400 
36,200 
62,100 

263,200 
41,000 
696,500 
513.200 
576.000 
131,100 

1,396.400 
60.600 
122,403 
377.600 
717.700 

978.200 
216.000 
427,400 
56.600 
278.20C 

36,700 
700 
2.100 
1.100 
1.900 
14,600 
13.700 
1.100 
1,500 

29.600 
4,100 
2.000 

17.400 
6.200 
600 



4.740.600 

54,600 
231.300 
4.396.400 
68.100 

11.000 
1,900 
900 
600 
2.600 
3.200 
1.600 

43.600 
30.000 

13.900 

137.600 
40.500 
25,500 
46.600 
22.000 
3.200 

93.500 
1.400 
7,200 

62,200 
1,300 
1,000 
1.100 

29.300 

2.227.600 
36.100 
60,700 

259,600 
41,900 
669.000 
465.900 
552.300 
122.100 

1,236.200 
61.500 
119.600 
363.500 
673.500 

930.500 
209.100 
400.800 
64,300 
266.300 

fll.900 
600 
2.200 
900 
1.600 
12.600 
12.100 
700 
1.200 

P6.200 
3.600 
2.100 

15.400 
4,400 
600 



225,000 

5.100 
10.100 
201.600 
6.200 

1,700 



500 
700 
300 
100 

3.500 
2.800 

700 

4.600 
1.300 

800 
2.400 
.300 

700 

5,200 
100 
300 

3.600 
300 
100 

700 

03.600 
2.100 
1.400 

3,600 
•900 
27,500 
27.300 
23.600 
9.000 

60.100 
"900 
2.600 
14,300 
44.200 

47,700 
6.900 

26.600 
2.300 

11.900 

4.600 
100 
•100 
200 
300 
2.100 
1.600 
400 
300 

3,400 
300 

2,000 
600 
3001 



4.7 

9.4 
4.3 
4.6 
14.2 

15.3 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

7,9 
9.2 

5.1 

3.5 
3.2 
3.2 
5.1 
•1.4 
(B) 

5.6 
O) 
(6) 
7.0 

(B) 
(B) 
(6) 
2.5 

4.2 
5.9 
2.3 

1.4 
•2.2 
4.1 
5.6 
4.3 
7.4 

4.9 
-1.1 
2.2 
3.9 
6.6 

5.1 
3.3 
6.6 
4.2 
4.5 

15.2 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

12.8 
(B) 
(B) 

12.9 

(6) 

(B) 
13.0 

(B) 

(B) 



525,800 

5.300 
26.600 
485.500 
6.400 

1.400 
300 
100 
100 
400 
300 
200 

3.800 
2.700 

1,300 

14.200 
4.100 
2.600 
5.300 
1,900 
300 

12,400 
200 
600 

6.200 
400 
100 
200 

4.600 

232 600 
4,600 
6.000 

21.500 
3.500 
65.100 
54.200 
62.900 
14.600 

145.300 
7.700 
10.600 
40.100 
66,600 

107,600 
24,400 
60.900 
6,100 
26.100 

4.600 
100 
400 
100 
100 
1.900 
1.900 
100 
100 

3.600 

400 

300 
2.000 

600 

100 



246.600 

2.100 
10.600 
233,600 
2,100 

600 



200 
100 
100 

1.600 
900 

600 

6.400 
1.900 
1.000 
2,300 
1.100 
100 

4,500 

300 
2.900 



1.200 

113,000 
1,600 
3.400 

14,400 
3.000 
34,000 
22.600 
27.500 
6.600 

66.600 
4.400 
6.600 
19.500 
36.900 

64.200 
12.50^ 
21.300 
3.600 
16,500 

1.100 
100 



500 
400 

100 

1.000 

100 
10l> 
700 
100 



4,200 

600 
1.100 
2,000 

300 

300 
100 



200 
100 

500 
600 



700 
100 
100 
200 

200 
500 

200 
100 



100 

1,000 
100 



100 
200 

200 
100 
400 

400 

100 
200 



600 

100 
300 
200 

200 

100 
100 



100 
100 



•52.000 
1.900 

•soiooo 

1,900 

600 
•200 

400 

500 
200 



1.100 
1,000 

100 

•3.000 
•1.000 
.600 
•600 
•1.100 
400 

•2,700 

•200 
400 

•100 
•100 
•2.700 

•25.600 
•1,000 
-1,200 

•3.500 
•1.300 
•3.600 
•4.300 
•11,700 
600 

•18.600 
•4.300 
•1.400 
•6.300 
•6,600 

•5,600 
•4.900 
•3.000 

2.300 
1.200 

•400 

100 
200 
600 
100 
300 
300 

600 

•300 
600 
100 
200 



3.6 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
4.7 
1.1 
(B) 
(B) 

2.9 

(6) 
(B) 
6.0 
(B) 
(B) 



• Rapraasnte zero or a number which rounds to zero. 
(B) Indlcatas that 1080 population base wae less than 10,000 
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Table 3B. Annual Estimates of the Black Nonmetropolltan Populauon for States: April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985 





Apni ii 


liilu 1 

juiy i« 


liilu 1 

juiy 1, 


liilu 1 

juiy 1, 
1963 


1984 


hilu 1 
1§85 


Percent niack 


1960 


1965 


Unltod StAtea 


4,740,600 


4,7P3.500 


4.849.600 


4.803.400 


4.835.200 


4,065,600 


6.8 


6.9 






M 700 


S6 000 


S7 QOO 

Vf |wW 




59 900 


1.0 


1.1 




211 sot. 


j3S 100 
Swv. 1 W 


236 900 


23P,100 


239 500 


241,300 


1.3 


1.4 




A 99fi dOO 


A A40 AM 


4 494 fiOO 


4 534 100 


4 572 200 

f .w r K . K WW 


4 598000 

^,WwW,VW 


16.4 


16.4 




58,100 


59.300 


61.400 


63,400 


63.900 


66,300 


0.8 


0.6 




11 OAO 


11 100 


11 700 

1 1 .f vv 


11 AOO 


11 QOO 

1 1 .w W 


12 700 

V , r WW 


0.6 


0.6 






9 100 


9 100 


1 QOO 


1 QOO 

1 .wW 


1 900 
v,vww 


(B) 


(B) 




ono 


1 000 


1 000 

1 ,www 


1 000 

1 , WW 


I 000 

I I WW 


900 


(B) 


(B) 




000 


000 


000 
OvU 


QOO 


1.000 


1,300 


(B) 


<B) 


ft Mtt A#« A mW ■ ■ A aMs 


0 AOO 


9 700 


2 000 


3 100 

O, 1 w 


siooo 


3^200 




<8 




3,200 


3,300 


3,400 


3,300 


3!400 


3!500 


(B) 




1.600 


1.600 


1,600 


1,600 


1.600 


1,700 


(B) 


(B) 




A*X 000 


AA QOO 


4fi 200 


4fi 100 

^W. 1 w 


47 700 


47,300 


1.2 


1.3 




OA 000 


QO 900 


QO QOO 


31 700 

O 1 , f w 


33 100 

00| 1 WW 


32,700 


1.8 


1.9 






















11 OOLi 


Id 100 


14,200 


14,^00 


14,600 


14,600 


0.6 


0.6 


EftBt North Central 


137,800 


139,700 


140.500 


140,500 


142.100 


142,600 


1.5 


1.5 




40.500 


n.100 


41.200 


41,400 


41.600 


41,600 


1.8 


1.8 




25,500 


25.900 


25,900 


25,700 


26,100 


26,300 


1.4 


1.5 




46 fiOO 


47 200 


47,700 


47,900 


48,700 


48,900 


2.2 


2.4 




P9 000 


00 000 


22 100 


21 600 

lb 1 , WW 


21,900 


21 ,700 


1.2 


1.2 




3,200 


3.400 


3,600 


3.600 


31600 


3,900 


(B) 


(B) 


West North Central 


03.500 


95.300 


96.500 


97,600 


97,400 


96,600 


1.2 


1.3 


Minrtfi&oUi 


1,400 


1.400 


1.500 


1,500 


1,500 


1.600 




IB) 




7.200 


7,700 


7.600 


7,700 


7,600 


7.500 


(B) 


:b) 


MiftBOUri 


52.200 


63.200 


64.100 


64.900 


55,400 


55.900 


3.1 


3.3 
(B) 


North Dakota 


1.300 


1,500 


1,600 


1.600 


1,600 


1.600 


(B) 




1.000 


1,000 


900 


1.000 


1,000 


1.000 


(B) 


(B) 




1.100 


1.200 


1.300 


1.200 


1,200 


1.100 


(B) 


(B) 




90 QOO 


90 400 


29 400 


29 AOO 


29 000 

C9,WWW 


30.100 


2.4 


2.0 


South Atlantic 


2,227.600 


2.249.200 


2.270.800 


2.266.900 


2,304,600 


2.321.400 


21.9 


21.7 




36.100 


36.600 


36.900 


37.500 


37.700 


38.200 


18.4 


18.4 




60,700 


60.700 


61,300 


61,600 


61.900 


62.100 


20.4 


19.9 
















- 


- 




QRO AOO 


9eQ ^no 


2fi9 000 


2fi0 300 

tfkOW.OW 


?61 ,700 


283 200 

CWO.fiWW 


16.2 


16.1 




41 QOn 


49 000 


49 AOO 


42 400 


41 QOO 

1 1 ,9wW 


41.000 


3.4 


3.3 




ACQ Ann 


07R 400 
Of w.lUv 


AAO QOO 


AAA 700 

VVV. f VAJ 


A90 flOO 


fififi 500 

W0W.WWW 


25.0 


25.0 




AflR QOO 


409 fton 


4QO gnn 


fi02 QOO 

WVC..WWW 


508 400 

WW9,"tWW 


613 200 

W 1 W,KWW 


38.7 


36.7 




552,300 


558,300 


584.900 


567.600 


572.500 


576,000 


26.6 


26.8 




122.100 


123,600 


126.500 


127.600 


129,600 


131.100 


14.2 


12.6 




1 OQft 900 


1 9R1 QOO 


1 007 400 


1 2A0 fiOO 

1 .SQw.Www 


1 2Q3 700 

1 ,S90.f WW 


1 298 400 


18.3 


16.7 




01 ROn 


00 ROO 


09 AOO 


02 20P 


flQ 200 

vO.sWw 


80 AOO 
WW, www 


4.1 


4.0 




110 0OO 
1 l9.DUv 


190 700 


121 200 


122 40l1 


122,700 


1 22,400 


7.6 


7.7 




O0O SAO 


qefi 700 
O0v,f UU 


Q70 100 

Of V, Iwv 


Q72 000 

Of C.www 


374 fiOO 
Of ^, www 


377 800 

Off ,www 


25.4 


25.8 




070 ROO 


eoq 400 


09Q SOO 


70Q QOO 

f wO.OW 


713 000 
f 1 o,www 


717,700 


37.3 


38.6 


Wfifit South Central . ... 


930,500 


942,900 


956,300 


966.700 


973,600 


976,200 


13.4 


13.2 




209.100 


210.500 


212.700 


213.600 


215,300 


216.000 


14.9 


16.0 




400.d00 


407.900 


413.500 


416,600 


423.400 


427,400 


30.5 


30.6 




OOO 


R4 000 


RA OOO 


R7 100 
Of » lUU 


5A 700 

WW, f WW 


58 800 
WW, www 


4.2 


4.1 




9Afi QOO 


270 000 

Sf v.U\/U 


274 100 

£f 1 WV 


277 200 

Bf f ,BWW 


27A 400 
Cr w,"tww 


276,200 


9.1 


6.7 


Mountain 


31,900 


32.700 


34,000 


35,100 


35,900 


36,700 


0.6 


0.6 




600 


600 


600 


700 


600 


700 


(B) 


(B) 




2.200 


2.200 


2,100 


2.000 


2,000 


2,100 


(B) 


(B) 




000 


OOO 


900 


1.000 


1,000 


1,100 


(B) 


(B) 




1.600 


1.600 


1,700 


1700 


liooo 


1,900 


(B) 






12,500 


12,900 


13.600 


14.200 


14.200 


14,600 


1.6 






12.100 


12.600 


12,900 


13.200 


13.700 


13,700 


1.6 






700 


900 


900 


1.000 


1.200 


1.100 


(B) 


<!> 

(B) 




1,200 


1.100 


1,200 


1,300 


1,400 


1..600 


(B) 




26.200 


26.600 


27,400 


26.300 


27.?«)0 


29,600 


0.6 


0.8 




3,600 


3.900 


3,600 


3.900 


4.000 


4.100 


(B) 


(B) 




2.100 


1,600 


1,900 


1.900 


1.900 


2.000 


(B) 


(B) 




15.400 


16.000 


16,300 


16.900 


16,400 


17.400 


1.6 


1.6 




4«400 


4.400 


4,700 


4.700 


4,900 


5.200 


(B) 


(B) 
(B) 




500 


600 


600 


700 


700 


600 


(B) 



• Represents zero or a nunr>ber which rounds to zero. 

(B) Indicates that 1980 population base was less than 10,000. 
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BLACK 



Table 4A. f JS'SJ^^^^^^^^^ Areas with 10.000 or Mora Blacks: July 1, 1985. 



Metropolitan area 



1986 



Albany. QA MSA 

Albany.Schenectady-Troy, NY MSA 

Albuquerque, NM MSA 

Alexandria, lA MSA 

Allentown-Bethlohem, PA-NJ MSA . 

Anchorage, AK MSA 

Anderson. SC MSA 

Annlston, AL MSA 

Asheville, NC MSA 

Athens. GA MSA..... 



50.800 
33,000 
11.300 
38.600 
10.900 
12,400 
23.500 
2P.300 
13.700 
26.300 

Atlanta, GA MSA I 600,300 

Atlantic City, NJ MSA 42,900 

Augusta, QA-SC MSA 11 5,500 

Austin, TX MSA 60,700 

Bakerfifleld, CA MSA 23.400 

BaUmore, MD MSA 5921200 

Baton Rouge, LA MSA 154.100 

Battle Creek, Ml MSA 1 4,000 

Beaumont.Port Arthur. TX MSA 87.600 

Benton ! 'arbor. Ml MSA 26.1 00 

Bltoxi-Gulfport, MS MSA 34,400 

Birmingham. AL MSA 252,800 

Boston-Lawrence-Salem- 

Lowell-Brockton, MA NECMA 202,800 

Bradenton, Fl. MSA 14.900 

Bryan-College Station. TX MSA 1 1 1900 

BUFFALO-NIAGARA FALLS. f^Y CMSA 11 9,800 

Buffalo, NYPMSA 108 300 

Niagara Falls, NY PMSA | 11 ,boo 



Burlington, NC MSA. 
Canton, OH MSA. . . 
Champalgn-Urtana-Rantoul. IL MSA. 



19,700 
25,700 

^ . 1^-700 

Charleston, SC MSA 144.600 

Charleston, WV MSA 13,700 

Charlotte-Qastonla-Rock Hill, 

NO-SCMSA 211100 

Charlottesville, VA MSA 1 7,400 

Chattanooga, TN-GA MSA 6l!l00 

CHICAGO-QARY.LAKB COUNTY, 

IL-IN-WI CMSA 1,646,300 

Aurora-Elgin, IL PMSA 16.400 

Chicago, IL PMSA 1,426,700 

Gary-Hammond, IN PMSA 129,700 

Jollet. IL PMSA 3r,000 

Lake County, IL PMSA 31 ,600 

CINCINNATI-HAMILTON, 

OH.KY-INCMSA | 196.000 

Ci.wlnnati. OH-KY-IN PMSA 182.600 

Hamiltort-Mlddletown. OH PMSA 1 3,300 

Clarksvllle-Hopklnsvllle, 

TN.KYMSA I 30 600 

CLEVELAND-AKRON-LORAIN, OH CMSA 444.300 

Akron, OH PMSA 63,600 

aeveland, OH PMSA 359,900 

Loraln.Etyria,OHPMSA. 

Colorado Springs. CO MSA 

Columbia, SC MSA 

Columbus. QA-AL MSA... 

Columbus, OH MSA 

Corpus Christi, TX MSA. . . 



21,000 
23.200 
"127.600 
87.000 
148.300 
13.800 



• Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero. 
(B) Indicates that 1880 population base was less than 10.000. 





Change 


h 1980-85 




Apni 1 








198G 


Numbei 


Perceni 


Births 


45.80<] 


5.000 


11.0 


5,900 


30.700 


2.300 


7.3 


3,500 


9.500 


1.700 


\B) 


1.400 


ae.400 


2.200 


6.1 


4,700 


9.400 


1,500 


(B) 


1,300 


9.600 


2,800 


(B) 


1.600 


22.800 


700 


3.1 


2,200 


21.000 


1,800 


8.S 


2,300 


14.000 


•300 


-1.9 


1,100 


23.500 


2,800 


11 a 

f 1 tW 


9 700 


cofi inn 


62,200 


15.6 


61,200 


39.900 


3,000 


7.5 


4.700 


106,900 


6,500 


8.0 


12,700 


50.400 


10.300 


20.5 


6,100 


21.200 


2,200 


10.4 


3,000 


560,800 


31,400 


5.6 


56,800 


137.700 


16,400 


11.9 


18.400 


13.400 


600 


4.2 


1.500 




K flnn 
o,ouu 


7.1 


9.900 






4 0 

1.2 


3.500 


32.900 


'.500 


4.5 


4.000 


240.300 


12,500 


5.2 


24.900 


181.500 


21,300 


11.7 


22.000 


13,300 


1,600 


11.9 


1.800 


10.500 


1.400 


13.8 


1.300 


116 100 




Q.C 


4 4 onn 
11.600 


104.900 


3,400 


3.2 


10,500 


1 1 .200 


400 


3.2 


1.400 


19,100 








24,500 




K 1 


0 onn 


14,600 


100 

1 WW 


0 0 


4 AAA 


133.700 


10,900 


8.1 


16.700 


13.800 


•100 


•0.7 


1.200 


194.400 


1A 700 

1 W, f WW 


0.0 


2U|OUO 


17.100 


300 


1,7 


1,700 


59,800 


1,300 


2.2 


6,700 


1 .564 1 00 


81 100 
01,1 WV 




40fi OAA 

100,300 


13.800 


Ci f Ww 


1 cl.d 


9 4AA 

2,200 


1 360 000 


VV, / WW 




4S4 ^AA 

iOi,4U0 


127.100 




0 1 


4^ onn 
i4.JU0 


31.600 


S 400 

w,tww 


17 0 


A onn 
JiOUU 


28.600 


9 000 


10 0 


A AAA 


186.100 


9,800 


5.2 


21.100 


173.800 


8,900 


5.1 


19.800 


12,400 


000 


7 *i 


4 AAA 


31,800 


•1.200 


•3.9 


4.400 


427.200 


17.100 


4.0 


46.000 


60.600 


2,900 


4.7 


6.600 


346.600 


13,300 


3.8 


37.000 


20.000 


900 


4.7 


2.400 


19.500 


3,800 


19.3 


3.600 


117.800 


9.700 


8.3 


12.700 


63,900 


4,000 


4.8 


9.500 


137.800 


10,500 


7.6 


15.400 


12,900 


900 


7.2 


1.600 



Components of change 



Net migration 



Deaths 



1.800 
1.200 
200 
2,100 
300 
200 
1,100 
1,100 
1,000 
1,100 

21.700 
2,500 
4.900 
2.300 
1,200 

26.800 
6.200 
600 
4.100 
1.100 

1.400 
13,700 

5.900 
700 
600 
5.300 
4,800 
400 

900 
1.200 

500 
5,800 

800 

8.700 
1,000 
3,200 

68,100 
400 

60,600 
5,500 
700 
900 

9,300 
8,700 
600 

1.300 
20,400 
2.600 
17,100 
700 
400 
4,500 
3.900 
5.600 
600 



interna* 
tional 



400 
100 

100 



100 

1,500 
200 
100 
300 
100 

1,700 
300 

200 



100 
11.400 

100 
500 
500 



100 
100 



200 



6.800 
100 

6,300 
100 

200 

300 
300 



100 
1,200 

100 
1,100 

100 
200 
100 
500 
100 



Total 



900 
•100 

600 
•400 

500 
1,200 
•400 

600 
-400 
1.200 

42.600 
600 
700 
6.500 
400 
1.500 
4,200 
•400 

•2,100 

•1,100 
1,200 

6,300 
500 
70*^ 
•2,900 
•2,300 
•600 

100 
-400 
•1,300 

•500 

4,900 
-400 
•1,200 

•37.100 
800 
•34,100 
•6,200 
2.300 
•200 

-2,000 
•2.300 
200 

-4,300 
•6,600 
-1.100 
•6,700 

-800 

600 
1.500 
•1,600 

700 



Percent 

2.0 
•0.3 

(B) 
•1.0 

(B) 

(6) 
•2.0 

3.0 
•2.6 

5.0 

8.1 
2.1 
0.7 
12.9 
1.7 
0.3 
3.1 
•3.0 

•8.6 

•3.4 
0.5 

2.0 
3.6 
6.6 
•2.6 
•2.2 
•5.2 

0.4 
•1.4 
•8.7 

•3.6 

2.5 
•2.5 
•2.0 

•2.4 
5.6 
•2.5 
•4.9 

7.3 
•0.6 

-1.1 
•1.3 
1.9 

•13.6 
•2.0 
•1.8 
•1.9 
•4.0 

3.3 

1.3 
•1.8 

0.5 
•0.3 
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Table 4B. Annual Estimates of the Black Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or More Blacks: 
April 1. 1980 to July 1, 1985 



Matropolitan area 


April 1, 
1980 


July 1. 
1981 


July 1, 
1982 




July 1, 
1984 




Parcent Black 


1960 


1985 




45.800 


47,300 


48,400 


49,100 


49,400 


50,600 


40.7 


43.2 




30,700 


30.900 


31,300 


31.900 


32,600 


33,000 


3.7 


3.9 




9.500 


9.900 


10,300 


10,600 


10,900 


11,300 


2.3 


.?.6 




36,400 


38.700 


37.300 


37,800 


38.600 


38,600 


26.9 


28.1 




1^,400 


9.900 


10.200 


10,300 


10,700 


10,900 


1.6 


1.7 




9,600 


9.500 


10,400 


11,400 


11.800 


12,400 


A A 
D.O 


A A 




22.600 


23,000 


23.000 


23,200 


23,500 


23.500 


17 1 

1 r » 1 


17 1 

1 f .1 




21,000 


21,800 


22,400 


22.700 


23,000 


22,800 


17.6 


18.3 




14,000 


13,900 


13,900 


13,800 


13.800 


13.700 


6.7 


6.2 


AthAnc" f^A MQA 


23.500 


24,000 


24,400 


25,100 


25,900 


26.300 


16.1 


16.7 


Atlanta, GA MSA 


626.100 


643,500 


656.300 


570,200 


687.200 


608.300 


2A 


2A 0 


Atlantic Citv. NJ MSA 


39.900 


40,900 


41,200 


41.400 


42.500 


42,900 


14.4 


14.7 


Auausta. GA»SC MSA 


106,900 


109,000 


110,500 


111.400 


113,400 


115,500 


30^9 


30.8 


Austin, TX MSA 


50.400 


62.000 


63,900 


56,200 


58,100 


60.700 


9.4 


6.6 


Gakerfifield. CA MSA 


21,200 


21.500 


22,500 


22.600 


23,000 


23.400 


5.3 


6.0 


Baltimore, MD MSA 


660.800 


667.700 


674,900 


680,400 


587,500 


692,200 


25.5 


26.0 




137.700 


142,700 


145.700 


148,100 


151,800 


154.100 


27.9 


28.4 




13,400 


13.400 


13.500 


13,400 


13,600 


14,000 


9.5 


10.2 




Oi.oUO 


oo 7nn 


AO 7nn 


AC onn 
oo.«uu 


AA 7nn 

00,r UU 


A7 Ann 


21.6 


22.9 




24.800 


fiA Ann 


OA Ann 
c4,0UQ 


AC nnn 
20.0UU 


AC onn 


oe inn 


14.6 


15.2 


Btloxl-Gulfport, MS MSA 


32,900 


33.200 


33.200 


33.900 


34,300 


34,400 


4 0 4 

10.1 


17.9 


BirminghafTi, AL MSA 


240,300 


243.000 


244.800 


247.600 


250.600 


252,800 


27.2 


27.9 


Q W lU 1 "bttffVI wi Iv9*0«ll vl 1 1* 












202,600 




6.6 


Lowoll-irockton MANECMA 


161.500 


187.200 


189,900 


193,600 


198,600 


6.0 


Bradenton. FL MSA 


13,300 


13,700 


14,300 


14,600 


14,600 


14,900 


9.0 


6.4 




10,600 


10,700 


11,100 


11.600 


11.900 


11,900 


11.2 


10.3 


BUFFALO-NIAGARA FALLS, NY CMSA 


113,100 


117,300 


117.600 


116,600 


119.100 


119,800 


9.3 


10.0 




104,900 


106.300 


106,200 


107.400 


107,600 


108,300 


10.3 


11.0 




11.200 


11.100 


11.300 


11.300 


11,300 


11.600 


4.9 


6.2 


DiivIImmImm ftICA 


10 inn 


10 onn 


10 Rnn 


10 Ann 


10 AAn 


10 700 


19.2 


10.1 




OA Rnn 


OA onn 


oe nnr. 
*W|WWw 


OK onn 

C3,wWW 


700 

C9f r WW 


2fi 700 

Cw, r WW 


6.0 


6.4 


^hafMnAlMvt.i l»Kai<t*.D«i<tfAiil il LICA 


14 finn 

i4,0UU 


iA Qftn 


1 A Ann 


1A 7nn 

l^,f WW 


IR nnn 


1A 700 

I4,r WW 


6.7 


8.7 


PharlABfAn CP UCA 


4 7nn 


107 7nn 


lAn 9nn 


ill Rnn 

1^1 |WWW 


1/ J 100 
l<iW| 1 WW 


1AA ft 00 


'^i 1 

01.1 


30 e 




13,800 


13,700 


4 A Ann 

13,600 


4 A 9nn 

13,700 


4 A finn 
13,600 


4 A 9nn 

13,700 


6.1 


6.2 


Cliartotte*Gastonla*RocK Hill, 
















20.2 




lOA Ann 


iQQ Ann 


oni onn 


onA Ann 


007 onn 


Oil 100 

Cll ,1 WW 


20.0 




17,100 


17,000 


17.200 


17,200 


17,400 


17.400 


15.1 


14.6 




69.800 


60.300 


60.400 


60.800 


60,700 


61.100 


14.0 


14.4 


CHtCAGO*GARY*LAK£ COUNTY, 














19.7 


20.3 


II .IIU.UUI PHCA 


1 KtiA inn 


1 CAi% Ann 


1 Aoo Ann 


1 Ai A onn 

1 ,01 W|CUU 


1 A09 AOO 
l,Q0c,4ww 


1 AAR '^OO 


AiiMvtt Clniit II DkJCA 


«a onn 


1A onn 


1A onn 


iR Ann 


1A AOO 


10 AOO 

lOi^ww 


4.4 


4.9 


II DkJCA 


1 Ofin nnn 


1 077 inn 


1 oAA Ann 


1 Ann onn 


1 A1 R onn 


1 AOA 7nn 

1 .4c0,r Uw 


22.4 


23.1 


AAMf.Liai<tiiMMi<tr4 IM DLIftA 


107 inn 
Icr.iUU 


lOA Ann 


100 inn 

1co,iUU 


1 on nnn 


ion 7no 


1 0Q 700 
lKO,r Uw 


19.6 


20.7 


IaMa* tl OkJCA 


01 Ann 


00 inn 


00 Ann 

ww,DvtU 


OA Ann 


OA ino 

0D| iwU 


07 000 


6.9 


10.1 


1 mLa PjhiinKi il DIICA 


^' rnn 




on onn 


on 7nn 


on Ann 


01 ROtl 
01 tOVw 


6.6 


6.6 


CINCINNATI •nAMILTON, 


















OH'KY.IN CMSA 


186,100 


168,900 


190.400 


191,100 


193,600 


195,900 


11.2 


11.6 


Cincinnati, OH-KY-IN PMSA 


173.800 


175,900 


177,600 


178,000 


180,600 


182,600 


12.4 


12.9 




12,400 


12.900 


12,900 


13,200 


13(100 


13,300 


4.6 


4.9 


Clark«vllle*Hopkinsviiie, 








30,600 


29.200 


30,600 


21.2 


20.0 


TN-KYMSA 


31.800 


31,600 


32,000 


CLEVElAND-AKRON*LORAiN, OH CMSA 


427,200 


431,000 


433,800 


437,400 


^41,700 


444,300 


15.1 


16.0 




60,600 


60,700 


61,100 


62,000 


63,100 


83,600 


9.2 


9.6 




346.600 


360,100 


361,900 


354,600 


357,600 


369,900 


16.3 


19.3 


Loriiln-Elyna, OH PMSA 


20,000 


20,300 


20,600 


20,800 


20,900 


21,000 


7.3 


7.7 




19,500 


ni,ioo 


22,200 


22,100 


22,300 


23,200 


6.3 


6.4 


Columbia, SO MSA 


117.800 


121,000 


122,600 


126,400 


128,800 


127,600 


26.7 


29.6 




83.900 


84,300 


87,000 


66,600 


87,400 


87.900 


35.1 


36.3 




137.800 


140,800 


142,000 


143.400 


145,700 


148,300 


11.1 


11.6 




12,900 


13,000 


13.600 


13.800 


13.700 


13,800 


4.0 


3.9 
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Table 4A, Estimates of the BlacK Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10.000 or More Blacks: July l, 1985. 
and Components of Change Since 1980-Continueri «i«wf%a. nui, i, i w^. 



Metropolitan araa 



DALUS-FORT WORTH, TX CMSA 

Dallas, TX PMSA 

Fort Worth-ArKngton, TX PMSA . . 

Danville, VA MSA 

Davanport*Rock ls!and*Moline, 
IA.IL MSA 

Oayton-SprlnQfleld, OH MSA 

Daytona Beach, FL MSA 

Decatur, IL MSA 



DENVER-BOULDER, CO CMSA . . . 

Denver, CO PMSA 

Oes Moin3S, lA MSA 

DETROIT-ANN ARBOR, Ml CMSA . 

Ann Aroor, Ml PMSA 

Detroli. Ml PMSA 

Oothan. AL MSA 

El Paao. TX MSA 

Erie, PA MSA 

Evanavilte, IN-KY MSA 



Fayettevlllo, NC MSA 

FHnt, Ml MSA . . 

Florence, AL MSA 

Florence, SC MSA 

Fort Myers-Cape Coral. FL MSA . 

Fort Pierce, FL MSA 

Fort Walton Beach, FL MSA . . . . 

Fort Wayne. IN MSA 

Fresno, CA MSA 

Qadaden, AL MSA 



Qainesville. FL MSA 

Grand Raplda, Ml MSA 

Greensboro— Winston-Salem— 

High Point, NC MSA 

Greenvilie-Spartanburg, SC MSA. 

Harrisburg-Lebanon-Carllsle. 
PA MSA, 

Hartford*New Britain-Middletown- 

Bristol, CT NECMA 

Hickory. NC MSA 



Honolulu, HI MSA 

Houma-Thihodaux, LA MSA 

H0UST0N.GALVEST0N.BRA20R1A. 
TX CMSA 

Brazoria. TX PMSA 

Gafvoston-Texar. City, TX PMSA . . . 

Houeton, TX PMSA 

HunUvllie. AL MSA 

Indianapolis. IN MSA 

Jackson, Ml MSA 



Jackson. MS MSA 

Jackson. TN MSA 

Jacksonvifie. FL MSA . . . . 
Jacksonville. NC MSA . . . . 

Kalamazoo. Ml MSA 

Kankakee. IL MSA 

Kansas C% MO-KS MSA. 
Kllleen-Tempte, TX MSA . . 

Knoxville. TN MSA 

Ufayette. U MSA 



- Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero. 
(B) Indicates that 1980 population base was (ess than 10.000. 



July 1, 
1985 


Afiril 1 

1980 


Change. 1980*85 


Components of change 


NumDor 


Percent 


Births 


Deaths 


Net migration 


Interna- 
tional 


Total 


Percent 


465,400 


417,000 


oo Ann 




Do.ovU 


4 ^ Ann 
17.400 


1.700 


32.000 


7.7 


363.700 


314.000 


7nn 

■19. fW 


10.0 


An Ann 
40.400 


12.700 


1.100 


22,000 


7.0 


121.700 


103.000 


iA 7nn 




iQ Ann 


4,700 


500 


10.000 




34.500 


33.600 


1 nno 

1 (USA/ 


0 Q 


*i inn 


4 £nn 
l|O00 




•500 


•1.6 


16.400 


16,800 


1.600 


9.2 


2.600 


600 


- 


•400 


•2.5 


126.100 


116.900 


7.2U0 


6.1 


13,000 


5.500 


300 


-300 


•0.3 


Ji.OUU 




«,OUO 


9.6 


3.200 


1,500 


200 


1.100 


3.9 


14.500 


13.600 


700 


5.0 


1,800 


500 


• 


•700 


:4.9 


91.100 


78.500 


12.600 


16.0 


9,800 




Ann 


< inn 


e.e 


69.000 


76.700 


12.300 


16.1 


9,600 


2.500 




R onn 


0.0 


15,000 


14.100 


900 


6.3 


1,700 


700 




.onn 


1 0 
-1 .2 


949.300 


921.200 


28.100 


3.1 


85.400 


42,900 


1.700 


•14.400 


•1.6 


31.000 


28.500 


2.500 


6.9 


2.900 


700 


400 


400 


1.3 


916.400 


892.600 


25.600 


2.9 


82.600 


42.200 


1,300 


-14.800 


•1.7 


26.700 


24.300 


2,300 


9.6 


3.300 


1.100 






n Q 


20.700 


18.600 


4 AAn 


10.0 


3.000 


400 


100 


-700 


-3.8 


1 0 onn 




600 


5.2 


1.800 


500 


100 


-700 


-5.6 


16.400 


15.600 


600 


5.2 


1.600 


900 




4nn 
•100 


•0.4 


70 irvi 

r «. lUv 


7ft 7nn 


2.400 


3.2 


9.600 


2,200 


100 


-S pnn 


^ 7 


63.100 


76,600 


4.300 


5.5 


0.200 


2,400 


100 


•2,400 


-3.1 


17.700 


16.900 


600 


4.6 


1.700 


600 


- 


• 


•0.2 


44.200 


41.300 


2.900 


6.9 


4.600 


2.200 




200 


0.6 


19.500 


16.300 


3.200 


19.5 


2.600 


700 


100 


1,300 


7 A 


26.900 


23.500 


Q Qnn 


lit n 


Q £.nA 
O.DUO 


1,200 


300 


900 


3.7 


ID SDD 

1 U.9UU 




1.100 


(B) 


1.500 


200 




•100 


(B) 


27.600 


26.200 


1.400 


5.4 


3.500 


900 


4AA 


4 nnn 
•1,200 


•4.7 


34.600 


25.900 


6.700 


33.5 


9,400 


1,200 


onn 
200 


500 


1.9 


14.400 


13.600 


600 


■f .w 








200 


1.S 


37.600 


33,100 


4.500 


13.7 


4,200 


1,500 


300 


1.600 


5.5 


35,600 


32,400 


3.200 


10.0 


4.600 


1.100 


100 


•200 


•0.7 


1 f c.UUU 




10.100 


6.2 


13.900 


7.300 


300 


3.400 


2.1 




Q7 CAn 


7.000 


7.2 


9.900 


4,600 




1,600 


1 A 


36,700 


34.300 

W^l W WW 


2.400 


6.9 


4,000 


1.600 


100 


-200 


•0.6 


63.500 


75.000 


6,600 


11.4 


6.500 


2,300 


3.600 


2.400 


3.2 


17 DDD 


IQ.9UU 


400 


2.5 


1.400 


600 


- 


•200 


•1.4 


22.300 


17,600 


A t\tV\ 


OR R 


4 7nn 

3,700 


200 


200 


1.000 


6.7 


26,900 


23.600 


Q irv) 

0. 1 wv 


40 Q 


o Ann 


4 4 nn 
1,100 


- 


300 


1.2 


641,300 


564.300 


77,000 


13.6 


70.600 

f V|WWV 




4.100 


29.200 


5.2 


14.900 


13.200 


1.700 


12.7 


1.300 






Ann 


6.7 


36.500 


36.500 


2.000 


5.6 


4.400 


1,900 




•500 


•1.3 


567.900 


514.600 


73,200 


14.2 


£4 POO 


pn RAn 


4.000 


26.800 


5.6 


44 roi) 


39.100 


5.400 


13.6 


4.400 


1.400 


700 


2.400 


6.0 


166.100 


157.700 


10.400 


6.6 


17.900 


7.100 


100 


-500 


-0.3 


1 0.900 


11.000 


-100 


-1.0 


600 


300 


100 


-600 


-5.5 


162.700 


149.400 


13.300 


6.9 


16.500 


6.500 


100 


1,300 


0.9 


24.200 


22.300 


1.900 


6.4 


2.400 


1,200 




700 


3.1 


178.200 


156.000 


22.300 


14.3 


20 200 


6.300 


400 


10,300 


6.6 


23.400 


23,200 


200 


0.6 


3.400 


400 


100 


•2.700 


-11.6 


17.400 


15.600 


1.600 


10.0 


2.200 


500 


100 


-100 


-0.6 


15.600 


14.900 


900 


5.9 


2,200 


700 




-600 


-4.2 


193.900 


179.900 


14.000 


7.6 


21.700 


6.500 


300 


600 


0.5 


36,300 


37.200 


-900 


-2.4 


6.900 


600 


100 


-7.000 


-16.9 


35.500 


34,200 


1.300 


3.7 


3.400 


1.900 


200 


-200 


-0.6 


49.500 


43,600 


6.900 


13.6 


6.300 


1,700 


100 


1.300 


3.0 
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Table 4B. Annual Estimates of the Black Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or More Blacks: 
April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985-Continudd 



Metropolitan area 



nut U 1 1 

I960 


hitu 1 

wUiy 1. 
1981 


1962 


Julv 1 
1963 


July 1 

1964 




Percent Black 


Ju!y 1 . 
1965 


1980 


1985 


417,000 


426.600 


441,400 


455.500 


466.600 


465,400 


14.2 


13.9 


314,000 


322,600 


331,500 


341.500 


351 700 


363,700 


16.0 


15.7 


103,000 


106,000 


109.900 


114.000 


116.900 


121,700 


10.6 


10.4 


33.600 


33.700 


34,000 


34,000 


34.400 


34,500 


30.0 


31.1 


16.600 


17,400 


17,700 


16.000 


16.500 


16.400 


4.4 


4.9 


116.900 


119,600 


121,300 


123.000 


124.500 


126,100 


12.6 


13.5 


29,000 


29,500 


nn onn 

k9,900 


*in cnn 
JU.bUU 


04 onn 


04 Qnn 
01 ,OUU 


11.2 


10.2 


13,600 


14,100 


14,100 


14,100 


14.500 


14,500 


10.5 


11.4 


76,500 


61»400 


64.900 


66.600 


66,200 


91.100 


4.8 


5.0 


76,700 


79,700 


63.200 


64.900 


66,200 


69,000 


5.4 


5.5 


14,100 


14,400 


14,500 


14.400 


14.600 


15,000 


3.8 


4.0 


921,200 


926,900 


926,600 


932.900 


940,400 


949,300 


19.4 


20.4 


26.500 


26,900 


29,200 


29.400 


30.300 


31,000 


10.7 


4 4 e 

n.o 


692.600 


696,000 


699,600 


903.500 


910.100 


916.400 


19.9 


20.9 


24,300 


25,500 


25,600 


26.100 


26,600 


26.700 


19.9 


21.0 


16.800 


19.700 


20.100 


19.600 


20,100 


20.700 


3.9 


3.9 


12,300 


12,400 


12.0UU 


a 0 Qnn 
1 c.oUU 


10 7nn 


IP Qnn 


A A 




16.600 


15|900 


15.900 


16.100 


16,300 


16.400 


5.6 


&.0 


7e,7UU 


70,7UU 


r f ,OUU 


r 9.CWV 


7fl 7nn 


79 100 


31.0 


31.3 


76,600 


79,600 


60.300 


81,200 


61,900 


83.100 


17.5 


18.9 


16,900 


17,300 


17.400 


17.400 


17,400 


17.700 


4 O C 


ion 


41»300 


42,200 


42.700 


43,400 


43,600 


A A OAA 

44,200 


37.5 


38.7 


16,300 


17,200 


17,900 


16.300 


16.600 


19.500 


6.0 


7.4 


23,500 


24,700 


25.300 


25.900 


26.200 


26.900 


15.6 


13.9 


o Ann 
9,4UU 


y.buu 


0 7nn 


in nnn 


in inn 


10 500 


ft R 

O.w 


^A 


26,200 


26.600 


27,100 


27,000 


27.300 


271600 


7.4 


7.9 


25.900 


27,600 


29,100 


31.100 


32,700 


34.600 


5.0 


8.1 


13,600 


13.600 


14,000 


14.200 


14,300 


14.400 


13.4 


13.9 


33,100 


34,100 


35,100 


36.300 


36,900 


37.600 


19.3 


19.2 


32.400 


33.400 


34.000 


34.600 


35,100 


35,600 


5.4 


5.7 


161,900 


Ann 




4 CQ nnn 
100. UUU 


i7n 7nn 

1 r U, r UU 


172 onn 

1 r C.UUU 


19.0 


19.4 


97,200 


96,600 


1UU.7UU 


4 no 4 nn 


mo Ann 

1 Ufi.OUU 


inA onn 

1 U*ff.CUU 


17.1 


17.6 


w*t.wUU 


35 ODD 


35 500 


36.100 


36,700 


36.700 


6.2 


6.5 


75.000 


77,400 


79.100 


60.700 


62,500 


63.500 


7 1 


7 A 


a c cnn 


a e *7nn 
10. /UU 


1 A Ann 

1D|QUU 


ifi finn 


16.900 


17.000 


ft 9 


ft 1 
0.1 


17»600 


16.900 


16.900 


19,100 


20.700 


22.300 


2.3 


2.7 


23,600 


24.600 


25.600 


26.200 


26,600 


26.900 


13.5 


14.2 


564.300 


686.300 


612.000 


625.600 


632.000 


641.300 


18.2 


18.0 


13,200 


13,900 


14.100 


14.500 


14,500 


14.900 


7,8 


7.8 


36.500 


37,000 


37.600 


36.200 


36,700 


36.600 


16.6 


18.2 


614.600 


535.500 


560.300 


572.900 


576.600 


567.900 


16.8 


18.6 


39.100 


40.100 


40.900 


41.900 


42.600 


44.500 


19.8 


20.5 


157.700 


160.000 


161.900 


164.900 


166,300 


166.100 


13.5 


14.1 


11.000 


10.600 


10.900 


10.600 


10,700 


10.900 


7,3 


7.5 


149,400 


152.600 


155.100 


157.900 


160.100 


162.700 


41.3 


42.7 


22.300 


22.600 


22.600 


23.20C 


23.500 


24.200 


30.0 


30.9 


156.000 


160,300 


164.000 


167.600 


172,100 


176.200 


21.6 


21.6 


23,200 


23.500 


23,600 


24.200 


23,600 


23.400 


20.6 


19.4 


15.600 


16,400 


16.600 


16.600 


17,000 


17,400 


7.5 


8.1 


14.900 


15.100 


15.400 


15,500 


15.700 


15.600 


14.6 


16.1 


179.000 


162.500 


164.200 


166.900 


190.300 


193.900 


12.5 


13.0 


37.200 


36.400 


35.900 


34.600 


34.000 


36,300 


17.3 


1*^.7 


34.200 


35.000 


35.200 


34.900 


35,200 


35.500 


6.0 


6.0 


43.600 


45,100 


46.400 


47,500 


46,500 


49.500 


22.9 


22.6 



OALLAS.FORT WORTH. TX CMSA 

Dallas. TX PMSA 

Fort Worth-Arlington. TX PMSA . . 

Danville. VA MSA 

Davenport*Rock (sland-Mollne. 
lA-IL MSA 

Oayton-Sprlnofield, OH MSA 

Oaytona Beach, PL MSA 

Decatur. IL MSA 



DENVER-BOULDER, CO CMSA . . . 

Denver, CO PMSA 

Des Moines, I A MSA 

DETROIT-ANN ARBOR. Ml CMSA . 

Ann Art)or. Ml PMSA 

Detroit, Ml PMSA 

Oothan. AL MSA 

El Paso. TX MSA 

Erie. PA MSA 

Evanevlile, IN-KY MSA 



Fayetteviile, NO MSA 

Flint, Ml MSA 

Florence, AL MSA 

Florence, SC MSA 

Fort Myers-Cape Coral, FL MSA . 

Fort Pierce, FL MSA 

Fort Walton Beach. FL MSA . . . . 

Fort Wayne, IN MSA 

Fresno. CA MSA 

Gadsden. AL MSA 



Gainesville, FL MSA 

Grand Rapids, Ml MSA 

Green8t}Oro— WInston-Satem— 

High Point. NC MSA 

Greenville-Spartanburg, SC MSA. > 
Harrlsburg-Lebanon-Carllsle, 

PA MSA 

Hartford-New Britaln-Middletown- 

Bristol, CT NECMA 

HloKory. NC MSA 



Honolulu, HI MSA 

Houma-Thlbodaux, LA MSA 

HOUSTON-GALVeSTON-BRAZORIA, 
TX CMSA 

6ra2orla, TX PMSA 

Galveston-Texas City, TX PMSA . . . 

Houston, TX PMSA 

Huntsvllle, AL MSA 

Indianapolis, IN MSA 

Jackson. Ml MSA 



Jackson. MS MSA 

Jackson, TN MSA 

Jacksonville, FL MSA — 
Jacksonville, NO MSA ... . 

Kalamaioo, Ml MSA 

Kankakof), IL MSA 

Kansas City, MO-KS MSA. 
Killeen-Temple, TX MSA . . 

Knoxvllle. TN MSA 

Ufayetto. LA MSA 
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Table 4A, SS-S^'j;' 'S^^^^^^^^^ with 10.000 or More Brack.: July 1. ,98S. 



M«U opolitan area 



Uka Charles, LA MSA 

Ukaland-Winter Haven, FL MSA 
Unaing-East Unalng, Ml MSA . . 

Laavaflas, NVMSA 

Uwton, OK MSA 

Laxington-Fayetta, KY MSA 

Uma, OH MSA 



Uttid Rock-North Uttle Rock, 
AR MSA 



Longvlaw-Marahall, TX MSA . 



LOS ANQELES-ANAHEIM-RIVERSIDE. 



Anaheim-Santa Ana, OA PMSA . 
Loa Anooiea-Long Beach, 
OA PMSA 



Oxnard^Ventura. OA PMSA . 

Rlvarside«San Bernardino, 
OA PMSA . 



Louisville, KY-iN MSA . 
Lubbock. TX MSA . . . . 
Lynchburg. VA MSA . « 



Macon-Wamer Robins, GA MSA. 
Maniflald, OH MSA. 



Me!bourne<T{tuavlIla«Palm Bay, 
FL MSA 



Mamphia, TN»AR.MS MSA , 

MIAMI.FORT LAUDERDALE, FL CMSA . 
Fort Laudardala-Hotlywood- 

Pomparw Beach, FL PMSA 

Miaml-Hlaieah. FL PMSA 

MILWAUKE&RACINE, Wi CMSA 

Miiwaukaa, WI PMSA 

Racine. WI PMSA 



Mlnnaapoflt-St. Paul, MN-WI MSA 

Mobile. AL MSA 

Monroe, LA MSA 

Montgomery, AL MSA 

Muskegon, Mi MSA 

Naahvilta. TN MSA 



New Haven-Watoftury-Merlden, 
CT NECMA , 



NawLondon^Nofwich. CT NECMA , 
NewOrlaanSiLAMSA 



YORK-NORTHERN NEW JERSEY-LONQ 

ISLAND. NY.NJ-CT CMSA 

Bargen-Pasaalc, NJ PMSA 

Brldg«port-Stamford-Norwalk« 
Danbury. CT NECMA 

Jersey City. NJ PMSA 

Middleaex-Someraat-Huntardon. 
NJ PMSA 

MonmouthOcaan, NJ PMSA 

Nassau-Suffolk. NY PMSA 

New York. NY PMSA 

Na^-ark, NJ PMSA 

Oranga County. NY PMSA 

Norfclk*Virginla Beach- 
Newport Nawa, VAMSA 

Ocala, FLMSA 

Oklahoma City. OK MSA 

Omaha, NfrIA MSA , 

Orlando, FL MSA 







Change 


). 1980-85 


Components of change 
















Net migration 


July 1 
198S 


April 1 
»| 198C 


Numbo 


r Percen 


Birthe 


1 woalfifi 


Interna 
tiona 


I Tota 


t Percent 


39,800 
53,30C 
26.000 
56,600 
19.100 
36,200 
12,300 


36,400 
46,400 
23,400 
46,400 
18,000 
34,700 
11,000 


3,400 
4,900 
2,600 
9,100 
1,100 
1,400 
1,300 


9.3 
10.1 
10.9 
19.7 
6.0 
4.1 
12.0 


4,90C 
0,DU\J 
2,600 
6,800 
3,000 
3,400 
1,500 


» 1,700 
2,30C 

600 
1,400 

400 
2,000 

300 


400 
4O0 
100 

100 


20c 
500 
300 
3,700 
•1,500 

100 


0. 7 
1.1 
1.2 
6.0 
•6.4 
•0.1 

1 . 1 


98.400 
36,500 


90,800 
34,300 


7,600 
2,200 


8.4 

6.3 


11.900 
3,700 


4.000 
2,200 


300 


•300 
600 


•0.4 
1.9 


1|1o4,o00 

32.300 


1,065,100 
24,900 


129,300 
7,400 


12.1 
29.6 


128,900 
A inn 


42,800 
oOO 


6,200 
600 


43,200 
3,300 


4.1 
13.0 


1,037,300 
14,600 


649,400 
11,500 


87,900 
3,100 


9.3 
27.2 


109.500 
1.900 


39,000 
300 


6,700 
200 


17,400 
1,500 


1.6 
13.0 


110.200 
126.900 
16.500 
26.400 


79,300 
121,100 
15,400 
26,700 


31,000 
5,700 
1,100 
700 


39.0 
4.7 
7.1 
2.6 


12,800 

2,400 
2,500 


3,000 

0,JUU 

600 
1,800 


700 

200 


21,100 
•400 
•700 
•200 


26.6 
-0.4 
-4.3 
•0.6 


95.600 
10.100 


88,600 
0,400 


7.000 
700 


7.9 
(B) 


9,600 
1.000 


4,100 
300 


• 


1,600 
100 


1.8 
(B) 


26.400 
389,300 
492,500 


23,600 
364,100 
369,300 


4,700 
25,200 
93,200 


20.0 
6.9 
23.3 


3,100 
43,000 
66.900 


1,000 
17,900 
16,300 


600 
100 
38,000 


2,600 
100 
43.600 


10.6 
10 0 


144,000 
348.400 
161,500 
166,100 
15,400 


113,900 
285,400 
165,300 
151,500 
13,800 


30,100 
63,000 
16,200 
14,600 
1,600 


26.5 
22.1 
9.8 
9.6 
11.6 


18.200 
47,700 
23,400 
21,400 
2,000 


4,500 
11,800 
4,600 
4,300 
400 


6,600 
29,500 
600 
600 


16,400 
27,200 
•2,600 
•2,600 
• 


14.4 
9.6 
•1.6 
•1.7 
•0.2 


60.400 
135,600 

44,600 
103,400 

20,500 
145,400 


49,800 
127,100 
40,700 
94,700 
19,400 
137,200 


10,600 
6,800 
3,900 
8,700 
1,100 
8,200 


21.3 
6.9 
9.5 
9..'» 
5.8 
6.0 


8,300 
4 e Ann 

5,500 
11,000 

2,400 
14,000 


1,600 
6,200 
2,000 
4,500 
800 
7,000 


1.200 
100 

300 


3,900 
•600 
400 

2,200 
-500 

1.100 


7.8 
-0.4 
0.9 
2.3 
•2.6 
0.6 


74,000 
10,100 
445,900 


66,300 
8,900 
409,700 


6700 
t>200 
38,200 


8.4 
(B) 
8.8 


8,000 
1,200 
53.100 


2,300 
300 
19,200 


800 
500 


300 
2,300 


(B) 
0.6 


3, .'01, 200 
^ 01, 700 


2,941,200 
9^,<>00 


260.100 
7.500 


6.8 
7.9 


321.500 
10,100 


123,800 
3,500 


139,800 
2,400 


62,400 
900 


2.1 
0 0 


74,400 
79,400 


67,200 
71,600 


7,200 
7,900 


10.7 
11.1 


8,500 
11,800 


2,400 
3,000 


1,800 
1,900 


1,100 
•800 


1.6 
•1.2 


55,600 
57,000 

165.500 
2,186,700 

443,000 
16,900 


48.000 
52,800 
163,800 
2,013,200 
413,800 
16,700 


7,600 
4,200 

21,800 
172,500 

29,200 
2,200 


15.6 
8.0 

13.3 
6.6 
7.0 

13.5 


5,300 
6,100 

16,400 
220,500 

40,600 
2,200 


1,700 
2.500 
6,000 
67,300 
16,800 
600 


1,100 
500 
4,500 
119,900 
7,500 
200 


3,900 
700 
11.400 
39,300 
5,400 
700 


6.2 
1.3 
6.9 
^M 
1.3 
4.0 


362,600 
22,300 
92.200 
47,900 

106,400 


326.600 
20,400 
76,900 
44,100 
90,900 


36,800 
2.000 

13,300 
3,800 

16,500 


11.0 
9.6 

16.9 
8.7 

17.1 


37,000 
2,800 

11.600 
6,300 

12,400 


15,100 
1,200 
3,400 
1,700 
3,600 


300 
100 
400 
100 
1,100 


13,900 
300 
6.100 
•800 
6.800 


4.3 
1.7 
6.4 
•1.7 
7.6 



ittv I IT iiwiiiMwi wiHwii rounua lo zero. 

(B) IndlGites that 1BB0 population baae waa laaa than 10,000. 
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Table 4B. Annual Estimates of the Black Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or More Blacks: 
April 1, 1980 to July 1| 198S~Continued 



M$tropolitan area 



takd Charles. LA MSA 

Ukeland*WIntor Haven, FL MSA 

LanslnQ'East Lansing. Ml MSA 

Las Vegas. NV MSA 

Uwton, OK MSA 

Laxlngton-Fayetts, KY MSA 

Umai OHMSA. 

Littto Rock'North Uttle Rock, 

AR MSA 

LoDQvlaw-Marehall. TX MSA 

LOS ANGr.LES-ANAHEIM-RiVERSIDE, 
CA CMSA 

Anahelm«Santa Ana, CA PMSA ......... 

Loa Angdles-Long Beach, 
CA PMSA 

Oxnard-Ventura, CA PMSA 

Riverslde^San Bernardino, 

CA PMSA 

Loulsvllio. KY-IN MSA 

Lubbock, TX MSA 

Lynchburg. VA MSA 

Micon*Wamer Robins. GA MSA 

Mansfield. OHMSA 

Melboume«Titusvltle«Palm Bay. 

FL MSA 

Memphli, TN-AR*MS MSA 

MIAMI-FORT LAUDERDALE, FL CMSA . . . 

Fort Lauderdale«HoiIywood- 
Pompano Beach, FL PMSA 

Miaml'Hlaleah, FL PMSA 

MILWAUKEE-RACINE, Wl CMSA 

Milwaukee. Wl PMSA 

Racine, Wl PMSA 

Mtnneapcll8*St. Paul. MN*WI MSA 

HAObile, AL MSA 

Monroe, LA MSA 

Montgomery. AL MSA 

Muskegon, Ml MSA 

Nashville. TN MSA 

New Haven-Waterbury*Mer{den. 

CT NECMA 

New London-Norwich, CT NECMA 

New Orleans, LA MSA 

NEW YORK-NORTHERN NEW 
JERSEY-LONG ISLAND, NY-NJ-GT CMSA 

eergsn-Passaic, NJ PMSA 

Bridgeport-Stamford*Nonwaik* 

Oanbury,CTNh:GMA 

Jersey City, NJ PMSA 

Middlcsex-Someraet-Hunterdon, 

NJ PMSA 

Monmouth-Ocean, NJ PMSA 

Nassau-Suffolk, NY PMSA 

New York, NY PMSA 

Newsrk, NJ PMSA 

Orange County. NY PMSA 

Norfolk*Vlrginia Beach- 
Newport News. VA MSA 

Ocala. FL MSA 

Oklahrma City. OK MSA 

Omaha, NE-IA MSA 

Orlando, FL MSA 



April 1, 
1980 



36.400 
48,400 
23,400 
46,400 
18.000 
34,700 
11,000 

90,800 
34.300 

1.065,100 
24,900 

949.400 
11,500 

79,300 
121,100 
15,400 
28.700 

88.600 
9,400 

23,600 
364,100 
399,300 

113,900 
285,400 
165,300 
151,500 
13.600 

49.600 
127,100 
40,700 
94,700 
19.400 
137.200 

68.300 
6.900 
409.700 

2.941,200 
94,200 

67.200 
71.600 

46,000 
52,600 

163.600 
2,013.200 

413.800 
16,700 

326,600 
20^400 
78.900 
44.100 
90.900 



Julyl. 
1981 



37,600 
49,600 
23,700 
49.200 
18,600 
35,000 
11,400 

93,400 
34,800 

1.094.500 
26.700 

970.600 
12,100 

85,100 
122.600 
15,100 
28,600 

91,200 
9,400 

24,900 
370,500 
422.100 

120,300 
301,900 
169,800 
155,500 
14,300 

52,500 
129,500 
41,300 
97,400 
19,400 
138.900 

70,200 
9.200 
419,100 

2,998,700 
96,100 

68.600 
73,900 

48.900 
53.700 

169.200 
2,050,600 

419.900 
17,600 

337.600 
20,600 
62.300 
46,100 
94.000 



July 1. 
1982 



38,400 
50,600 
24.000 
50,900 
19,400 
35,600 
11,700 

94,500 
35,400 

1.119.900 
28,500 

987,200 
12,900 

91.300 
123,100 
15,500 
28.700 

91700 
9.400 

25,900 
375,200 
440,500 

126,200 
314,200 
172.300 
157,800 
14.500 

54,000 
131,300 
42.300 
98,900 
19.800 
139,700 

71,000 
9,400 
426.500 

3.047,400 
97.900 

70,60? 
75,600 

49.900 
54,300 

173.3U0 
2.082,900 

426.200 
17.800 

343.300 
21,500 
65,000 
46,000 
97.000 



Julyl. 
1983 



39,100 
51.500 
24,200 
52,300 
19,200 
35,800 
11.900 

95,300 
35,600 

1,145.800 
29,600 

1.006,500 
13,200 

96.600 
124.700 
16,100 
29,000 

93.300 
9,500 

26,600 
379,700 
457,800 

131,800 
326,100 
174.500 
159,800 
14,700 

55,600 
132.900 
43,100 
99,700 
19,900 
141,300 

71,800 
9,900 
433,600 

3.101.900 
99.400 

71,800 

y7.ooo 

61.600 
55,300 

178.700 
2,116,100 

432.100 
16,000 

350.800 
21,600 
87,600 
46.900 

100.200 



July 1. 
1984 



39,700 
52,100 
25,300 
53,900 
19,600 
36,000 
11,900 

97,100 
36,200 

1,168,500 
31,000 

1.020.700 
14.000 

102.800 
125,600 
16.400 
29,100 

94.800 
9,600 

27,400 
384.100 
475.300 

137,600 
337,700 
177,900 
162,800 
15.100 

56.000 
134.800 

44,000 
101,400 

20,100 
143,100 

72,600 
10.000 
440.300 

3.151,600 
100,500 

73.000 
78,100 

53.300 
56.100 

162.600 
2.152.600 

437.000 
16.400 

356,100 
22,000 
90,300 
47.600 

103.400 



Julyl, 
1985 



39.600 
53.300 
26,000 
55,600 
19,100 
36.200 
12.300 

98,4U0 
36.500 

1,194.500 
32,300 

1,037,300 
14.600 

110,200 
126,900 
16,500 
29,400 

95,600 
10.100 

28,400 
389,300 
492.600 

144.000 
346,400 
181,500 
166,100 
15,400 

60,400 
13S,900 

44.600 
103,400 

20,500 
145,400 

74.000 
10,100 
446,900 

3.201.200 
101,700 

74.400 
79,400 

55.600 
57,000 

185,500 
2,165,700 

443,000 
16,900 

362,600 
22.300 
92.200 
47,900 

106,400 



Percent Black 



1980 



\6 
lii.l 

5.6 
10.0 
16.0 
10.9 

7.1 

19.1 
22.6 

9.3 
1.3 

12.7 
2.2 

5.1 
12.7 

7.3 
20.3 

33.6 
7.1 

8.7 
39.9 
15.1 

11.2 
17,6 
10.5 
10.8 
6.0 

2.3 
26.6 
29.2 
34.7 
12.3 
16.1 

9.0 
3.7 
32.6 

16.9 
7.3 

6.3 
12.6 

6.4 
6.2 
6.3 
24.3 
22.0 
6.4 

26.2 
16.6 
9.2 
7.5 
13.0 



53 
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Table 4A. Estimates of tha Black h. ., „.atlon for Metropolitan Araaa with 10.000 or More Blaeka' Julv 1 ififiS 
and Componenta of Change Since 1980-Cpntinued ^ ' ^ ' 



Metropolitan ar«8 



Julv1 
i8oG 


April 1 
196G 


Change 


Number 


11.900 


11.700 


200 


24,200 


22.000 


2.200 


52,800 


48.400 


4,400 


23.400 


21.800 


i.600 


1.108.800 


1,044.400 


64.400 


945.000 


893.800 


61.200 


QU.2UU 


06.100 


4,100 


MAM f\n 

22.300 


20,600 


1.600 


61.400 


73.900 


7.400 


60.20p 


48.100 


12.100 


39.500 


36.900 


2.600 


185.600 


182.000 


3,600 


11.600 


11.700 


•100 


174.100 


170.300 


3.800 


37.400 


34.100 


3.300 


35.400 


32.500 


2.900 


19.300 


17,400 


2.000 


30.100 


25.600 


4.500 


160.800 


146 900 

1 www 


IO.0W 


237.200 


221.900 


16.300 


26t800 


25.900 


800 


66.100 


78.700 


7.400 


22.400 


21.000 


1.400 


70 finn 
79«bUU 




17.700 


39.200 


37.400 


1.600 


430.800 


407.600 


23.200 


20.900 


19.300 


1.600 




Q inn 


4 Ann 


83.400 


72.600 


10.600 


124.900 


105.500 


19.400 


523.900 


471.000 


52.900 


299,900 


265.300 


34700 


132.600 


128,600 


4.0OO 


49.300 


43.300 


6,000 


«ae AM 


00 onn 


6.600 


11.700 


10.400 


1.300 


85.900 


80.600 


5.100 


101.400 


88.800 


12.600 


67.300 


58.300 


9.000 


34.100 


30.500 


3.500 


121.500 


110.500 


11.000 


23.600 


21.900 


1.600 


13.100 


11,500 


1.600 


32.900 


31.000 


2.000 


23.900 


19.400 




34,000 


31.300 


2.700 


67.000 


61.800 


5.200 


169.700 


148.400 


21.300 


26.900 


24.900 


2,000 


70.300 


65.700 


4.500 


13.100 


11.900 


1.200 


17.600 


14.500 


3.100 


57.000 


51.400 


5.600 


39.400 


37.400 


1,900 


30.500 


26.100 


2.400 



Components of change 





DirTriG 


Deaths 


Net migration 




Tota 


Percent 


1.3 


1.400 


son 




•700 


•6.0 


9.G 


2.'60C 


OwU 


■ 


200 


0.8 


9.1 


6.200 


9 900 


100 


400 


n 0 
O.v 


7.5 


3,60C 


700 

f WW 




•1,300 


•6.1 


6.2 


107.400 


61,900 


^ Ann 


6,800 


0.8 


6.7 


60.500 


45,500 


A Ann 


6,200 


0.7 


7.4 


6.100 


2,200 


Ann 


200 


0.4 


7 Q 

f .w 


£.\>vw 


onn 


200 


-200 


•0.8 


10.1 


A inn 

w. 1 wv 


Q *inn 


300 


2,600 


3.5 


25.2 


7.900 


1,900 


300 


o 4nn 
0,100 


12.7 


7.2 


4.500 


1,900 




- 


2.0 


18.500 


10,500 


600 


•4,o00 


-2.4 


-1.0 


1,200 


700 




•700 


-5.7 


2.2 


17.300 


9,900 


600 


•3,700 


•2.2 


9.8 


4.600 


1,400 


9nn 


100 


0.3 


9.0 


4.300 


1,300 


9nn 


.inn 
•100 


•0.2 


11.4 


1 600 


Ann 


inn 


600 


5.4 


17.4 


4.000 


1,000 


1,900 


1.400 


6.4 


9.5 


13.100 


6,400 


300 


7,300 


4.9 


6.9 


21.600 


10,600 


300 


4,600 


2.0 


3.2 


2.200 


1,500 




200 


0.6 


9.4 


10.300 


2,300 


1 nnn 

1,vUU 


•finn 

-www 


•O.o 


6.8 


3.000 


600 




-900 


•4.4 


28.6 


9.200 


2,100 


Ann 


10,500 


17.0 


4.9 


4.600 


1,200 


1 nn 


-1,500 


•4.1 


5.7 


49.800 


20,600 


Ann 


-6,000 


•1.5 


8.1 


3.200 


400 


inn 

1UU 


-1,200 


•6.4 


(B) 


1.300 


300 


inn 


400 


(B) 


14.9 


8.000 


9 Ann 

0,wUU 


300 


6,400 


8.8 


18.4 


18,100 


9 AOQ 


900 


6.100 


5.7 


11.2 


58.500 


18,900 


2,800 


15,300 


3.2 


13.1 


31.300 


11,000 


oAn 


14,400 


5.4 


3.1 


13.900 


5,900 


1 nnn 


mA nnn 

•4,000 


•3.1 


13.9 


6.600 


1,000 


onn 


400 


0.9 


22.7 


3.900 


800 


100 


3,500 


12.2 




1 Ann 


600 


100 


400 


3.6 


6.3 


9.500 


4.200 


100 


-200 


•0.2 


14.1 


13.000 


2,600 


500 


2,400 


2.7 


15.5 


7.400 


2,100 


400 


3,700 


6.4 


11.5 


5,600 


700 


100 


-1,300 


•4.4 


10.0 


14.500 


6,600 




2,200 


2.0 


7.4 


2.900 


900 




-400 


-2.0 


13.6 


1 onn 

■ .17 WW 


<«nn 




200 


1.4 


6^3 


3.500 


900 


400 


-600 


.2.1 


23.2 


3.000 


1,000 




2,600 


13.3 


6.6 


4.300 


1,000 


400 


•600 


•2.0 


8.4 


7.200 


2,600 


300 


400 


0.7 


14.4 


20,100 


7,200 


1,300 


8,400 


6.7 


7.9 


2.800 


1,300 




400 


1.7 


6.9 


8,000 


2,900 


300 


•600 


•0.9 


9.8 


1,600 


600 




200 


1.6 


21.1 


2,300 


600 


200 


1«300 


6.9 


10.9 


6,600 


2,400 


300 


1,200 


2.4 


5.2 


4.000 


1,600 




-500 


-1.3 


8.4 


3,200 


1,400 


100 


700 


2.3 



Panama aty, FL MSA 

Pascagoula, MS MSA 

Pensacola, FL MSA 

Peoria. IL MSA 

PHILADELPHIA-WILMINGTON- 
TRENTON,PA.NJ-DE-MD CMSA 

Philadelphia, PA-NJ PMSA 

Trenton. NJ PMSA 



Vlneland'Millvllle-Brjdgeton, 
NJ PMSA : 



Wilmington, DE-NJ-MD PMSA 

Phoenix, AZ MSA 

Pine Bluff. Afl MSA 

PITTSBURGH-BEAVER VALLEY, PA CMSA. . 

Beaver County, PA PMSA 

Pittsburgh. PA PMSA 

PORTLAND-VANCOUVER, OR-WA CMSA. . . 

Portland, OR PMSA 

Poughkeepsie, NY MSA 

Providence-Pawtucket-Woonsocket, 

RI NECMA 



Rateigh-Durham. NC M'^A 

Richmond-Petereburg. VA MSA 

Roanoke, VA MSA 

Rochester. NY MSA 

Rockford. IL MSA 

Sacramento, CA MSA 

Saginaw-Bay City-Midland, Ml MSA. . 

St . Louis, MO-IL MSA 

Sallnas-Seaslde'Monterey, CA MSA . 
Salt Laka aty-Ogden. UT MSA 



San Antonio. TX MSA 

San Diego. CA MSA 

SAN FRANCISCO-OAKLAND-SAN JOSE, 
CACMSA 

Oakland, CA PMSA 

San Francisco, CA PMSA 

San Jose. CA PMSA 

Vallejo-Falrfleid-Napa, 

cAPMSA ....rr 

Sarasota. FL MSA 



Savannah. GA MSA 

SEATTLE-TACOMA. WA CMSA . 

Seattle. WA PMSA 

Tacoma, WA PMSA 

Shreveport. LA MSA 

South Bend-Mlshawaka. IN MSA. 

Springfield, IL MSA 

Springfield, MA NECMA 

Stockion, CA MSA 

Syracuse, NY MSA 



Tallaha'icee, FL MSA 

Tampa-St. Petersburg-Clearwater. 
FL MSA 



Texarkana, TX-Texarkana, AR MSA 

Toledo, OH MSA 

Topeka, KS MSA 

Tucson, A2 MSA 

Tulsa. OK MSA 

Tuscaloosa* AL MSA 

Tyler. TX MSA 



• Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero. 

(B) Indicates that 1880 population base was less than 10,000« 
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Table 4B. Annual Estimates of the Black Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or More Blacks: 
April 1, 1980 to July 1, 198S-Continued 



Metropolitan area 


April 1, 


July 1. 


July 1. 


July 1. 


July 1, 


July 1, 


Percent Black 










1980 


1981 


1982 


1983 


1984 


1985 


19B0 


1005 


Panama City. FLMSA 


11,700 


12.300 


11.900 


11.600 


11,700 


11.900 


12.0 


11.2 




22,000 


23.100 


23.700 


24.200 


24,100 


24.200 


18.6 


^0.6 




48,400 


49.400 


50.200 


50.900 


51,700 


52,800 


16.7 


16.5 


Peoria. IL MSA 


21,800 


22.400 


22.900 


23.200 


23,300 


23,400 


6.0 


6.7 


PHlLADELPHIA-WIUMiNGTON-TRENTON, 






4 Afifi cr\ii 




1 no A 4nn 


4 4n& onn 
1.1U0.DUU 




10.2 




4 n4A Ann 


4 nco AAn 


4 nfin 7nn 
1|U0U.7UU 


18.4 




D90,DUv 


009 son 


filS 000 


099 300 

WV 


033 fiOO 

9WV,WWV 


045 000 

VffW.WVW 


18.9 


10.7 




58,100 


57,200 


C9 AAA 

57.000 


58.800 


CA AAA 

68,200 


60,200 


18.2 


19.2 


vin«iariu*iviiii¥iU6*Dnu9€iorii 








21.700 


22,100 


22.300 


15.5 


16.8 




20,600 


20.900 


21,200 




73.900 


75.500 


76,700 


77.900 


79.300 


81.400 


14.1 


14.0 




AO 4nn 


tn\ 4 nn 


en £AA 

02,OUU 


ee 4 AA 
99.1 UU 


R7 Rnn 
Dr.OUU 


on AAA 

Pv.cUU 


3.2 


3.3 




no Ann 

36.800 


ryj Ann 


no nnry 


r*0 CAA 

OO.OUU 


10 9nn 


10 Rnn 


40.6 


43.8 


PiTTSBURGH^BEAVER VALLEY, PA CM5A. . . . 


4QQ AAn 


4DQ 7nn 
1o2.rUO 


404 nr\ii 


4 OA AAn 


4QR inn 


4 OR AAO 


7.5 


7.9 




1 i,rUU 


4 4 cnA 


4 4 7nn 

1 i.f uy 


1 1 nnn 

1 l.DUU 


11 coo 

1 1 ,0WW 


1 1 AOO 
1 1.0VU 


5.7 


6.9 


miuaWiimmU ma nftiCA 


4 7n inn 


474 4nA 


179 inn 


171 ion 


171 QOfl 
1 r O.0WW 


171 100 
1 r 4.1 WW 


7.? 


6.1 


n/^BiFi Akir% k f A Ik f An iaia ^kapa 


*iA 4 nn 


*iA BAA 

O4.BU0 


ne 7nn 


ne Ann 


nfi Ann 
JO.QUU 


17 Af\n 
Or .4UU 


2.8 


2.7 




Rnn 
JZtOUU 


nn nnn 


nn onn 


11 oon 


1^ ?nn 


IR 400 


2.9 


3.0 


Poughkeep8l8» NY MSA 


17,400 


17.900 


18.600 


19.000 


19.300 


19,300 


7.1 


7.6 


Prov!dence^Pawtucket*Woon80oKGt, 












30.100 


3.0 


3.4 




25,600 


26.600 


27.300 


27.900 


na Afifi 

28.800 




4^0 ono 




1R9 000 


1S4 300 


157.000 


160.800 


26.2 


ne ^ 

25.5 




221,900 


nAfi 4 An 

228.100 


nno ^nn 

226.400 


nnn aaa 
232.300 


4nA finn 
2o4.DUU 


niS7 AAA 


29.1 


29.5 


mm ^f_^ t.lA ft A 


25,900 


25.900 


no CAA 

26.000 


nfi AAA 

2Q|8UU 


9ft 7nn 


90 onn 
2D.OVU 


11.6 


12.1 




78,700 


fin fiAA 

80.800 


fi4 AAA 

81.800 


on JAA 

83,400 


Oil KAA 


00 inn 

DO. lUU 


0 4 

0.1 


0 7 
0.7 


C9aaL.Ia«^ il ftA^A 


fi4 nnn 


n4 nnn 


44 Ann 
21 .OvU 


94 Onn 
CI.9UU 


99 100 


99 Af\t\ 
fifi.#UU 


7,5 


6.0 




61,900 


66.400 


69,500 


73.200 


76.800 


79.600 


6.6 


6.3 




37,400 


38.200 


38,100 


38.700 


39.200 


39.200 


8.0 


0.6 




r |WWv 




11 fi 700 

^ 1 w. r VW 


420.400 


426 000 

^£W|WVW 


430.800 


17.1 


17,6 




19,300 


19.800 


20.200 


2o!500 


21.600 


20.900 


6.7 


6.4 




9,100 


9.600 


9.700 


10.200 


10.200 


10.400 


1.0 


1.0 




72,800 


75.800 


77.800 


79.900 


81.500 


83.400 


6.8 


6.6 




105,500 


109,600 


113,200 


118.500 


120,600 


124.900 


5.7 


5.6 


SAN FRANClSCO'OAKLAND«SAN JOSE, 










Ki A finn 
Dia.ouu 


R91 onn 


8.8 


8.0 


A A < M A 


471,000 


484.100 


AOA AAn 
494.2UU 


CnK 1AA 


^A nkJ^A 


285,300 


n7n 4 AA 


Q7Q 7nn 


nQ7 nnn 
207.UUU 


nnn AAA 
C0O.UUU 


90Q onn 


15.1 


15.4 




4 no AAn 

128,600 


4 no fiAA 


4nA nA A 
10U.0UU 


4 in onn 
1 JU.oUU 


119 7nn 


119 AOn 


8.6 


6.4 




43,300 


46.000 


A9 4 AA 

47.100 


AO nnA 

48.000 


AO Ann 
4D.4UU 


AO inn 


3.3 


3.5 


ValleiO'Pairfield-Nap'^, 












35,400 


8.6 


9.3 




28,800 


30,800 


32,300 


33.400 


34.300 




10,400 


10,500 


10.800 


11.000 


11,300 


4 4 9AA 

1 1 .700 


5.1 


4.7 




fin nnn 

80,600 


fin AAA 

82.600 


fin fiAA 

83.800 


OA nnn 

84,300 


OR Rnn 
oO.OUU 


OR onn 
oO.vUU 


36.6 


38.8 


tf^p^Asa^HKi ^ HP A j%#^a a A laiA ^^^^ am a 


88^600 


An nnn 

93.000 


AO nn n 
86,000 


AO AAA 

86.800 


AA Ann 
99.OUU 


4n4 ^nn 


4.2 


4.5 




58,300 


80.400 


fi*^ AAA 

62.000 


An ^AA 

00.7UU 


AR ftnn 
OO.OUU 


A7 inn 
Q7.JUU 


3.8 


3.9 




nn cnn 

30,o00 


i)n 7n^ 


nj Ann 
J4|UUU 


11 onn 


11 oon 


iA inn 


6.3 


6.5 




110,500 


112.500 


115.300 


449 9AA 

117.700 


4 4 A Ann 
1 18.4UU 


494 Rnn 
121.0UU 


33.2 


33.7 




21,900 


22.400 


22,500 


nn AAA 

22.800 


fi*i nAA 
23,UUU 


91 Ann 
2J.0UU 


0.1 


9.8 




11,600 


12.200 


4 n 4 An 

12.100 


4 A AAA 

i2.4UU 


4 A AAA 

l2,0UU 


41 4nn 


6.1 


6.0 




31,000 


31.600 


31.300 


32.000 


32,300 


32,000 


6.3 


6.7 




19.400 


20.300 


21,000 


21.800 


22.600 


23,900 


5.6 


6.0 




31,300 


32.100 


32.400 


33.000 


33.100 


34.000 


4.9 


6.2 




81,800 


63.400 


64,800 


66.100 


85.900 


67,000 


32.5 


31.9 


Tampa*St. Peteraburg^Clearwater, 










165.600 


169.700 


0.2 


0.1 




146.400 


152.400 


156.900 


161.200 




24.900 


26.400 


25.600 


26.900 


26,200 


28.900 


22.1 


22.4 




65.700 


86,800 


67.300 


68.300 


69.200 


70,300 


10.7 


11.4 




11,900 


12.600 


12.500 


12,800 


13,000 


13,100 


7.7 


6.3 




14.500 


15.200 


16.000 


16.700 


17.200 


17.600 


2.7 


2.0 




51.400 


62.800 


64.100 


65.400 


56,200 


67,000 


7.8 


7.6 




37,400 


37.900 


38.100 


38.300 


38,800 


39,400 


27.2 


27.0 




26,100 


28.500 


20,000 


29,600 


30.000 


30,600 


21.9 


20.3 
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Table 4A. Estimates of the Black Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or More Blacks: July 1. 1985. 
and Components of Change Since 1980-*Continued 



Metropolitan aroa 



Waco, TX MSA 

Washington. DG*MD«VA MSA . . . 
Wast Palm 8each»Boca Raton- 

Oeiray Beach, FL MSA 

Wichita, KSMSA 

Wichita Falls. TX MSA 

Wllmlnflton, NCMSA 

Worcaater*Fltcht>urg*Leominst6r, 

MA NECMA...... 

York. PA MSA 

Youngstown«Warren. OH MSA . . 







Change. 1980*65 


Components of change 














Net migration 


July 1. 


April 1. 

lOfiO 
laOU 


Numbor 


Percent 


Births 


Deaths 


Interna* 
tlona) 


Total 


Percent 


29.500 
964.600 


27.300 
874.300 


2.200 
90,200 


8.1 
10.3 


3.400 
67,900 


1.600 
36.100 


12.800 


300 
3ei400 


1.3 
4.4 


93.500 
34.300 
11,500 
24.100 


79.500 
32.100 
10.600 
22.400 


14.000 
2.200 
700 
1.600 


17.6 
6.7 
6.5 
7.3 


11,700 
4.700 
1.300 
2,100 


3,700 
1,200 
500 
1,300 


2.200 
200 
100 


6.000 
•1.300 
•100 
600 


7.6 
•4.2 
•0.7 
3.7 


10.100 
11.500 
58.000 


9.000 
10.300 
56,100 


1.100 
1.100 
1.900 


(B) 
10.8 
3.4 


1.200 
1.400 
6.300 


200 
400 
2.900 


300 


100 
100 
-1.500 


(B) 
1.3 
•2.6 



• Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero. 

(B) Indicates that 1980 population base was less than 10,000. 
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Table 4B. Annual Estimates of the Black Population for Metropolitan Areas With 10,000 or More Blacks: 
April 1, 1980 .3 July 1, 1985— Continued 



MBuOpOlllan VuB 

and State 


ApriM. 
19B0 


1981 


July 1. 
1982 


Ji'«y 1. 
1983 


1934 


July 1. 
1985 


Percont BlacK 


1980 


1985 




27,300 


27.800 


28.i^00 


28.600 


29.100 


29.500 


18.0 


18.0 


Washington. DC-MD-VA MSA 


874.300 


894,100 


909.400 


925.900 


945.700 


964.600 


28.9 


27.3 


West Palm Beach*Boca Raton* 




















79.500 


82.300 


85.200 


87.600 


90.700 


93,500 


13.8 


12.9 




32,100 


33.200 


33.700 


33.700 


34.100 


34.300 


7.8 


8.0 




10.800 


11.400 


11.600 


11.600 


11.30C 


11.500 


9.0 


9.3 




22.400 


22,600 


23.200 


23.500 


23.600 


24,100 


21.7 


21.'. 


Worceftter*Fltchburg*Leomlnsteri 




















9.000 


9.100 


9.600 


9.900 


9.000 


10.100 


1.4 


1.5 




10.300 


10.600 


10.900 


11.200 


11.300 


11.500 


2.7 


2.9 




58.100 


56.600 


56.800 


57.200 


57.700 


58.000 


10.6 


11.3 



Table 5A. Estimates of the Black Population for Selected Counties: July 1, 1985p snd Components of Change 



County 



Jaffomon County, AL 

Mobllt County. Al 

Alamtda County, CA 

loi Angelas County, CA. . 
San Diago County, CA . . . , 
San f ranotaco County, CA , 

Dlatrlct of Columbia 

Broward County, FL 

Oada County, FL 

Duval C<HJnty, FL 

Hiliaborough County, FL . . . 



DeKaib County. GA 

Futton County, GA , 

Cook County, IL 

Lake County. IN 

Marion County, IN 

Jefferson County. KY 

Caddo Pariah. LA 

East Baton Rouge Pariah, LA . . 

Orleana Parish, LA 

Prince Qeorge'a County, MD. . . 

Baitlmore city, MD 

Suffolk County. MA 

Wayne County, Ml 

HInda County, MS 

Jackaon County, MO 

St. Louis County, MO 

St Louis city. MO 

Essex County, NJ 

Union County. NJ 

Bronx County. NY 

Erie County. NY 

Kings County. NY 

Nassau County. NY 

New York County. NY 

Queens County. NY 

Westchester County, NY 

Mecklenburg County. NO 

Cuyahoga County. OH 

Franklin County, OH 

Hamilton County, OH 

Montgomery County. OH 

Allegheny County. PA 

Philadelphia County, PA 

Charleston County. SO 

Richland County. SO 

Davidson County. TN 

Shelby County. TN 

Dallas County. TX 

Harria County. TX 

Tarrant County, TX 

Norfolk city, VA 

Richmond city, VA 

Mitwaukee County. Wl 



July 1. 

1 VOw 


ApHi 1. 

ilfDU 


Change. 1980*65 


Componenti of change 


Numoer 


Percent 


SIrtha 


Deatha 


Net migration 


international 


Total 


Percent 


235.000 


223,600 


n.iW 


c n 

0.0 


23,100 


12,600 


100 


600 


0.3 


123.300 


115,000 


o.oUU 


7 4 

7.2 


14,100 


6.600 


100 


•200 


•0.2 


230.000 


205.000 


Oft AAA 


44 f% 

12.2 


24,000 


6.800 


700 


g.7oo 


4 


1,037.300 


049.400 


07 QAA 
Or,0UU 


8.3 


4 AA 

108 X) 


AA AAA 

30.000 


6,700 


17.400 




124,000 


105.500 


10 4AA 
I0.#UU 


40 A 

10.4 


1C. 0 


2,800 


gnn 

VVw 


A inn 

0,1 UU 




89,100 


86,900 


9 9An 

c.cUU 


9 K 
C.O 


A 4 AA 

8.100 


4.500 


600 


•2,400 




438.700 


450.000 


-13,400 


•3.0 


30,9Ci^ 




4,600 


•27,600 


•6.2 


144.000 


113.900 


30.100 


26.6 


16,200 


4,500 


6.500 


16.400 


14.4 


348.400 


285,400 


63,000 


22.1 


47,700 


11,600 


20.500 


27.200 


9.5 


161,100 


140.600 


20,500 


14.6 


18.400 


7.300 


400 


0.400 


6.7 


100,300 


86.600 


13.700 


15.6 


1M00 


4.200 


500 


5,600 


6.7 


169.600 


130,900 


in 7An 


90 


4 C 9AA 

10.700 


3.600 


500 


28.700 


20.4 


326,200 


304.000 


90 9AA 


7 

7,3 


tiA CAA 

34.600 


14,100 


700 


1,600 


0.6 


1,416,700 


1.352.100 


A«3 AAA 


A 7 

4.7 


4 £A AAA 

160.200 


60,400 


5,000 


•36,100 


•2.7 


129,300 


128,600 


9 AAA 


9 A 


14.300 


6,500 


100 


•6,300 


•5.0 


165,900 


165.800 


4 A lAA 

lU. lUU 


A A 


4 9 AAA 

17.800 


7,000 


1 AA 


-7nA 

•rUU 


A C 

•U.O 


114,600 


110.100 


4,3UU 


A 4 

4.1 


4 4 AAA 

1 1,600 


5,800 


300 


•1,200 


•1.1 


104,900 


05,300 


9.600 


10,1 


12,400 


fi ion 




2,300 


2.4 


129.700 


114,600 


14.900 


13.0 


15!400 


6.000 


300 


4.500 


3.0 


327,600 


308.400 


10,200 


6.2 


38,400 


15.400 


300 


•3,600 


•1.2 


311.400 


246.700 


62.600 


26.2 


27.100 


5.200 


2,000 


40.700 


16.4 


449.700 


431.800 


4 7 AAA 


4.1 


44.400 


22.700 


1,100 


•3,600 


•o.g 


148.700 


133.600 


10 1AA 


8.0 


4 C QAA 

16,200 


4,600 


6,300 


1,400 


1.1 


641,700 


630,000 


•* 1 7AA 


1.4 


76,100 


40,000 


1,000 


•24,400 


•2.9 


123,600 


113.200 


1 A onn 


9.4 


14.600 


4,700 


100 


800 


0.7 


132,400 


125.700 


c 7nn 
D.700 


5.4 


14.800 


5,000 


200 


•2,200 


•1.7 


125,100 


109,400 


1 e 7AA 


AAA 
14.4 


12.700 


3,400 


inn 


A *ir\f\ 

O.OVH/ 


A fi 

0.0 


207.300 


206,200 


4 4 nA 

1.109 


n e 

0.0 


24.000 


12,600 


200 


•11.300 


•5.6 


340,300 


321.300 


19,000 


s g 


31.700 




6.000 


600 


0.2 


90,600 


61.600 


9.100 


11.1 


eiloo 


3.000 


1,300 


4,000 


5.0 


437.600 


407.000 


30.600 


7.5 


42.600 


15,700 


17,900 


3,600 


0.8 


106,300 


104,900 


3,400 


3.2 


10.60C 


4,800 


600 


•2.300 


•2.2 


639.300 


764,600 


o4,0DD 


11.2 


92.600 


26,100 


66,000 


20.000 


2.6 


104,700 


90,900 


13.0UU 


4C Q 

15.2 


g.ooo 


3.600 


3.100 


6,400 


g.2 


331.600 


336.800 


•0.100 


•1.0 


AA AAA 

32,200 


23,600 


7,800 


•13,600 


•4.1 


411.600 


364.100 


^7 cnn 

4r.0U0 


4 A 4 

13.1 


37.000 


14.200 


22,200 


23,700 


6.5 


116,000 


105,400 


O AAA 
0.DOO 


0.1 


0,600 


4.500 


3.900 


4.200 


4.0 


117.700 


107,300 


4 A Ann 
iU,4UU 


8.7 


1 1 .600 


4,600 


200 


3,600 


3.3 


356.000 


341.600 


4 Q ^nn 


A A 

3.8 


36.500 


16,900 


1,100 


•6,400 


•1.0 


141,200 


131,500 


9.700 


7.4 


14,600 


6.400 


500 


300 


02 


174,600 


166,400 


6.200 


4.9 


10.100 


6.300 


300 


•2,600 


•1.5 


102.100 


95.000 


7.200 


7.b 


10.600 


4.200 


200 


600 


0.6 




1 ou.ouu 


3,600 


2.4 


16.300 


6.600 


500 


•3.000 


•2.0 


662.600 


644,000 


16,600 


2.9 


63,200 


35,600 


2,000 


•6.000 


•1.4 


100.200 


05.300 


4,600 


5.1 


12.000 


4,100 


100 


•3.000 


•3.1 


111.400 


104.100 


7.300 


7.0 


11.000 


3.900 


200 


100 


0.1 


112,100 


106.400 


5,700 


5.4 


10.000 


5,400 


300 


200 


0.2 


346.000 


324.400 


23.600 


7.3 


36.200 


16,700 


100 


1.200 


0.4 


331.600 


286,100 


45.500 


15.9 


37,300 


11.400 


600 


10,600 


f».9 


632,700 


472.900 


59.600 


12.6 


60.100 


18,600 


4,000 


16,500 


3.0 


119,200 


100.800 


16.400 


16.2 


13.100 


4.500 


500 


0,800 


g.7 


101.400 


94.200 


7.200 


7.7 


11,100 


4.700 


100 


goo 


O.g 


117,400 


112.600 


4.900 


4.3 


11,700 


6.600 


100 


•40O 


•0.3 


164.600 


150.000 


14,600 


9.7 


21.300 


4,200 


600 


-2.50O 


-1.7 



Repreaents zero or a number which rounds to zero. 
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Table 5B. Annual Estimates of tho Black Population for Seleetsd Counties: April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985 





npni 1, 
1980 


Juiy 1, 
1981 


Juiy 1, 
1982 


juty 1, 
1983 


Juiy 1, 
1984 


juiy 1. 
1985 


Percent Black 


1980 


1965 




223,800 


226.300 


227,600 


230,100 


232,900 


235,000 


33.3 


34.5 




116,000 


117,200 


118,^ 


120,600 


122,300 


123,300 


31.5 


32.5 




205,000 


210,700 


214,800 


220,900 


226,700 


230,000 


16.5 


18.9 




949,400 


970,600 


987,200 


1,006,500 


1.020,700 


1,037,300 


12.7 


12.5 




105.500 


109,600 


113,200 


118,600 


120,600 


124,900 


5.7 


6.6 




86,900 


86,200 


67,500 


87,600 


88.800 


b9,100 


12.8 


12.3 




450,000 


4h6,100 


444,700 


443,300 


439.000 


436,700 


^A . 


69.7 




113.900 


120,300 


126,200 


131.800 


137,600 


144,000 


4 4 A 

11.2 


4 A O 

12.0 




285.400 


301,900 


314,200 


326.100 


337,700 


346,400 


17.0 


4 A A 

19.8 




1 4Q,0vA; 


144,700 


4 AAA 

14o,200 


4 C4 ilf\A 

Io1,400 


105,200 


4fi4 4 AA 
161,100 


24.0 


AC A 

25.0 


Hiliibofouah Countv. PL 


86 600 


89,100 


91,600 


94,400 


97,600 


100 300 


4n A 
1o.4 


4 A e 

lo.D 




130,900 


137,100 


144,700 


162,000 


160,000 


169,600 


27.1 


32.5 




304,000 


311,600 


312,600 


316,600 


320,600 


326.200 


51.5 


62.7 




1,362,100 


1,368,100 


1.379,100 


1,391,200 


1,404,800 


1,415.700 


25.7 


26.6 




126,600 


128.200 


128.600 


129,600 


130,300 


129,300 


24.2 


25.7 




166,800 


158,000 


159,900 


162,600 


164.200 


165,900 


20.4 


21.3 




110.100 


111,400 


111,600 


112,900 


113,600 


114.600 


16.1 


17.0 




95,300 


97.000 


98,800 


101,000 


102,900 


104,900 


o7.o 


OA A 
OO.O 




114,800 


119,100 


121,900 


124,100 


127,500 


129.700 


04 O 


OO A 

OO.O 




308,400 


314,100 


317,500 


321,300 


324,500 


327,600 


o5.o 


OO.O 




24o,7UU 




271, OUU 


<e2,iU0 


Ann 
<o7,«00 


14 4 ilAA 


37,4 


AA A 

44.0 




431,800 


434,800 


439,600 


442,600 


447,200 


449,700 


54.9 


57.4 




133,600 


137,600 


139,100 


140,900 


143,600 


146,700 


20.5 


22.2 




630,000 


633,200 


632.900 


833,900 


637,700 


641.700 


35.5 


36.0 




113,200 


115.800 


116,100 


120,100 


121,500 


123.600 


45.1 


47.7 




125,700 


126,900 


127,800 


126,600 


130,500 


132.400 


20.0 


21.0 




109,400 


113,000 


114,600 


117,900 


122.100 


125.100 


11.2 


12.6 




206.200 


205,700 


206,400 


206,900 


206,700 


* 207.300 


45.5 


47.1 




321,300 


326,400 


326,000 


333,300 


336,600 


340.300 


Or .r 


4U.# 




81,600 


83,400 


65,600 


67,100 


86,400 


90.600 


1A 0 

10,4 


1A 1 

10.1 




407,000 


411,800 


420,000 


425,400 


430,300 


437,500 


04.9 


Q7 A 
Or.O 






1 AA Qnn 
1 vo.oUU 


1 AA QAA 




4 n? AAA 
1Ur ,dUU 


1AA QAA 


1 A Q 


1 1 A 




754,800 


773,800 


768,600 


805,500 


622.100 


639.300 


33.6 


37.3 




90,900 


93,700 


96,600 


100,100 


102,200 


104,700 


6.9 


6.0 




336,800 


334.700 


331,300 


331,500 


333,300 


331.600 


23.6 


22.6 




304,100 


376,800 


385,500 


394,800 


403,700 


411,600 


19.2 


21.5 




105,400 


108,100 


110.200 


112,600 


113,600 


115.000 


12.2 


13.2 




107,300 


110,200 


112,000 


113,600 


116,500 


117.700 


26.5 


26.6 




341,800 


346,100 


346,900 


349,700 


352,800 


355.000 








131,600 


134,300 


135,400 


136,600 


139,000 


141.200 


15.1 


16.7 




166,400 


168.400 


169,500 


169,600 


172,400 


174.600 


19.1 


20.3 




95,000 


96,000 


97,600 


99,200 


100,400 


102.100 


16.6 


16.0 




160.500 


151,500 


152,400 


153,000 


153,800 


154.200 


10.4 


11.1 




644,000 


645,200 


648,900 


653,900 


656,700 


662.800 


36.1 


39.9 




95,300 


98,500 


100,000 


100,500 


100,600 


100.200 


34.5 


35.4 


Richland County, SC 


104,100 


106,500 


108,100 


110,500 


111,500 


111.400 


36.6 


40.3 




106,400 


107,700 


108,400 


109.800 


110.600 


112.100 


22.3 


22.6 




324,400 


330,600 


334,300 


338,400 


342.600 


346.000 


41.7 


43.6 




266,100 


294,200 


302,400 


311,400 


320,400 


331.600 


16.4 


16.6 




472,900 


491,300 


611,800 


521,200 


525,500 


532.700 


19.6 


19.6 




100.800 


103.900 


107.600 


111,600 


114,500 


119.200 


11.7 


11.6 


Norfolk city, VA 


94.200 


97.100 


97,200 


100.200 


102,900 


101.400 


35.3 


35.4 


Richmond city, VA 


112.600 


113,200 


114.300 


116,300 


116.500 


117,400 


51.4 


52.2 




150,000 


153,900 


156,200 


158,300 


161,300 


164.600 


15.5 


17.2 



Figure 2. Other Races as a Proportion of Total State Population: 1985 
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Chapter 5. Trends in the Other f^aces Population: 1980 to 
1985 



NATIONAL 

The Other Races* population In the United States was 
estimated to be 7.3 million in 1985, an Increase of 1.9 
million (36.1 percent) over the 1980 census figure of 5.4 
million.^ The Other Races population made up 3.1 percent 
of the total U.S. population in 1985, compared with 2.4 
percent in 1980. The extremely rapid growth of the Other 
Races population is largely a function of international 
migration. This component accounted for 1.1 million of the 
1 .9 million increase over the five-year interval. Net imml- 
gr£tlon among persons of Other Races is almost entirely 
confined to Asians or Pacific Islanders.^ As a result, those 
areas of the United States where American Indians are the 
principal Other Races group have substantially lower growth 
rates for the Other Races population than areas where 
Asians and Pacific islanders are predominant. 



Regions and States 

California, with 2,315,000 persons of Other Race in 
1985, accounts for almost one-third of the national popu- 
lation of this group. (See table P.) IHaw<^li (692,000), and 
New York (516,000) were the only other States where the 
Other Races population exceeded 500,000. These three 
States had almost half (48 percent) of the country's Other 
Race population In 1985. 

California's Other Races increase of 743,000 (47.3 
percent) between 1980 and 1985 is, by Itself, greater than 
the 1985 Other Races population in any other State, and 
accounted for more than 25 percent of the State's total 
population increase. That estimated increase is also greater 



*The term "Other Races" refers to that portion of the United States 
population that Is neither White nor Black. Other races primarily consist 
of: (1) Asians and Pacific Islanders, and (2) American Indians, Eskimos, 
and Aleuts. In the teict, the term "American Indian" will refer to the second 
group, but it encompasses Eskimos and Aleuts as well. The data 
available to EAR does not permit separate population estimates of tho 
two main Other Races population groups. 

'in 1 960, 1 1 .7 million persons provided a racial entry other than White 
or Black. More than half of this number were Hispanlcs who seleoted the 
racial category "Other," but did not choose one of the specified Other 
Races. The S. ^ million figure for Other races In 1 980 Is an estimate of the 
population that is either Asian, Pacific islander or American Indian. See 
the section in Chapter 2 on "Initial Population Values" and Passel and 
Word, 1887, op. cit. 

*The Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS) has a special 
category for Native Americans who apply for permanent residence from 
Canada. The numbers are very small, accounting for less than 1,000 
persons over the 1980*85 Interval. 



Table P. States with 1985 Other Races Population 
Exceeding 100,000 

(Numbers are In thousands) 



Rank 


State 


Population 


Percent 
Change 


Proportion 
Other Races 


1985 


1980 


1980 


1985 


1 




2,315 


1,572 


47.3 


6.6 


8.7 


2 




692 


603 


14.6 


62.5 


64.4 


3 




516 


385 


34.1 


2.2 


2.9 


4 




315 


188 


67.1 


1.3 


1.9 


5 




284 


195 


35.3 


1.7 


2.3 


6 




241 


178 


35.4 


4.3 


5.4 


7 




229 


192 


19.4 


6.3 


7.0 


8 




213 


180 


18.3 


6.6 


6.7 


9 




184 


122 


50.5 


1.7 


2.4 


10 




156 


117 


33.4 


9.0 


10.7 


11 


Florida 


136 


91 


48.7 


0.9 


1.2 


12 




130 


109 


19.7 


1.2 


1.4 


13 


Virginia 


127 


83 


51.8 


1.6 


2.2 


14 




119 


83 


42.3 


0.7 


1.0 


15 




113 


79 


41.8 


1.9 


2.5 


16 




108 


90 


20.4 


1.6 


1.8 



than the 5-year change in total population for any of the 
States, except California, Texas, and Florida. Aside from 
California, the only States with an estimated increase of 
more than 100,000 in their Other Races population were 
New York (131,000) and Texas (126,000). 

Texas' estimatecJ 1980-85 growth rate for persons of 
Other Races (67.1 percent) ranl<ed first among States. 
Virginia, (51.9 percent), and New Jersey (50.5 percent) are 
the only other States with more than 100,000 Other Races 
population in 1985 that had increases exceeding 50 per- 
cent. Louisiana (60.3 percent) and Georgia (50.1 percent), 
with far fewer parsons of Other Races, also had increases 
in their Other Races population of more than 50 percent. 

The Other Races population constitutes a much greater 
share of the total population In the West than in other parts 
of the country. Overall, 8.4 percent of the West's 1985 
population was Other Races— more than quadruple the 
proportion for any of the three remaining regions. Although 
the Other Races population Is increasing rapidly through- 
out the United States, there are Just three States outside of 
the West where the Other Races population makes up 
more than 3 percent of a State's total population in 1 985 
(table 6). They are North Dal<ota (4.0 percent). South 
Dal<ota (7.9 percent) and OI<lahoma (7.0 percent). 

The two newest States, IHawali and Alasl<a, have a far 
greater proportion of Other Races residents than any of 
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the 48 conterminous States, in 1985, the Other hqces 
proportion of total population was 64.4 percent in Hawdii 
and 17.7 percent in Alaska. Three States admltte'^ at the 
beginning of the 20th century— Oklahoma, New Mexico 
and Arizona—rank 6th, 3rd and 7th, respectively, in pro- 
portion ether Races in 1965. All three States had large 
American Indian populations at time of admission and 
each had more than 100,000 American Indians in 1980. 

In general, the estimated growth rate for the Other 
Races population in individual States is closely related to 
the estimate of net international migration^. EAR allocates 
very few international migrants to an area If American 
Indians are the dominant "Other Race" group. In 14 of the 
15 States where the 1980 count of American Indians 
exceeded that of Asians and Pacific Islanders (text table 
Q), the Other Races growth rate for the 1980-85 period 
was below the national average of 36.1 percent. 

Table Q. Other Races Population, Composition and 
Growth Rate: 1980-1985 



State 



American 



United States . 

South Dakota , 

Montana 

New Mexico . , 
Oklahoma . . . . 
North Dakota . 



Alaska 

Arizona 

Wyoming 

North Carolina 
Arkansas .... 



Idaho .... 
Maine .... 
Wisconsin , 
Minnesota . 
Nebraska . 



Hawaii 

All Other States 



Indian* 


Population, 1980 




Percent 


Percent 




of Other 


Change in 




Races 


Other 




Popula- 


Races 


Number 


tion 


1980-1985 


1.558,700 


29.1 


36.1 


45,600 


95.9 


16.7 


37,700 


91.8 


20.4 


106,800 


d1.4 


33.4 


171,200 


89.3 


19.4 


20,000 


89.1 


22.5 


64,400 


87.8 


25,7 


154,400 


85.7 


18.3 


8,300 


78.9 


16.2 


90,400 


73.0 


20.4 


12,800 


63.3 


15.7 


10,500 


59.9 


20.1 


4.400 


57.9 


21.6 


30,600 


57.5 


32.2 


36,700 


52.4 


42.2 


9,100 


51.6 


27.8 


3,000 


0.5 


14.6 


752,800 


19.8 


41.0 



'Includes Eskimos and Aleuts. Rounded to nearest 100. 



Asians and Pacific Islanders since 1980 was 39,000, an 
amount larger than all States except California, New York, 
Texas, and Illinois. But this amount of international migra- 
lion is small relative to Hawaii's 0.her Races population in 
1980. As a result, the component of growfh from interna- 
ti lai migration as a proportion of 1980 population is less 
in Hawaii than any of the other States where Asians and 
Pacific Islanders outnumber American Indians. 



Metropolitan-Nonmetropolitan Differences 

The disparity between metropolitan and nonnietropoli- 
tan growth in the Other Races population since 1980 is 
another reflection of ihe differences in geographic distri- 
bution of American Indians and Asian and Pacific Island- 
ers. The largest American Indian Resen/ations are located 
in nonmetropolitan areas, wherear the Asians and Pacific 
Islanders in the United States tend to be clustered In 
meiropolitan areas. The Other Races growth rate within 
metropolitan areas for 1980-85 wa*} estimated to be 40.7 
percent while the growth rate for all nonmetropolitan 
areas^ was only 17.4 percent (taotes 7 and 8). 



Individual Metropolita i Areas 

By 1985, greater Los Angeles" had become the first 
metropolitan area in the United States to have an Other 
Races population of more than one million (table R). Los 
Angeles' estimated 1 985 Other Races population of 1 ,061 ,000 
represented an estimated increase of 359,000 (51.2 per- 
cent) from 1980. San Francisco's 235,000 increase (45.5 
percent) placed its 1 985 Other Races population at 751 ,000. 
New York (604,0C0) and Honolulu (539,000) ranked third 
and fourth in number of Other Races inhabitants; no other 
area had even 250,000 persons of Other Races in 1985. 
Collectively, these four metropolitan areas contained nearly 
three million persons of Other Races in 1985 or forty 
percent of the national total. 

Between 1980 and 1985, persons of Other Races 
increased their share of metropolitan San Francisco's 
population from 9.6 to 12.8 percent. San Francisco (12.6 
percent) and Honolulu (64.4 percent) nre the only two 
metropolitan areas in the United States where the Other 



Hawaii, the only State where Asians and Pacific Island- 
ers constitute an absolute majority of the population, had 
the lowest estimated Others Races growth rate (14.6 
percent) for 1980-85. For Hawaii, international migration of 



*The underiying assumption used In deriving the component of 
international migration for a specific locale Is to continue to allocate 
country-speclflc immigration on the basis of 1 975-80 geographic patterns. 
Because international migration is often the largest component of Other 
Races population change, even minor deviations from the 1975-80 
patterns may introduce significant errors onto the estimate of the Other 
Races population. 



®The estimates of nonmetropolitan change for New Mexico and 
Arizona appearing In table 8 are probably wrong individually, but not In the 
aggregate. The numbers in that table indicate substantial Inmlgratlon to 
nonmetropolitan Now Mexico concurrent with outmlgratlon from nonmet- 
ropolitan Arizona. This pattern reflects an anomaly In addresses on 
Federal tax forms, it is much more realistic to assume that the nonmet- 
ropolitan m'nrsiton lates for New Mexico and Arizona are equal. If this 
were true, the population of Other Races in nonmetropolitan Arizona 
would be increased by 13,000 with an offsetting decrease In nonmetro- 
politan New Mexico. Any adjustment to the nommetropotitan populations 
of the two States would also affect the estimates of the two State 
populations. 

"See Chapter 4, footnote (1) for the convention used in naming 
metropolitan areas in this discussion. 

r 
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Races population is more than ten percent of the total 
population. 

Table R. Metropolitan Areas with 1985 Other Races 
Population Exceeding 75,000 



(Numbers are in thousands) 



Rank 


Metropolitan Area 


Population 


Per;:ent 

wnanyo 


Proportion 
Other Races 


1985 


1980 


1960 


1965 


1 


Los Angeles CMSA . . 


1.061 


702 


51.2 


6.1 


6.2 


2 


San Francisco 
















752 


517 


45.5 


9.6 


12.8 


3 


New York CMSA.... 


604 


430 


40.4 


2.5 


3.4 


4 




539 


473 


13.9 


62.1 


64.4 


5 


Chicago CMSA 


234 


171 


37.0 


2.2 


2.9 


6 




177 


114 


55.5 


6.1 


6.2 


7 




156 


110 


40.9 


5.3 


6.9 


8 


Washington D.C. 
















151 


100 


51.9 


3.1 


4.3 


9 




125 


67 


87.2 


2.2 


3.5 


10 


Philadelphia CMSA . . 


100 


69 


45.5 


1.2 


1.7 


11 


Sacramento MSA 


66 


64 


35.4 


5.8 


6.8 


12 




81 


4C 


86.3 


1.5 


2.3 



The metropolitan areas having the highest rate of 
population increase among persons of Other Races in the 
first 'ive years of this decade are Dallas (88.3 percent) and 
Houston (87.2 percent). In both areas, the international 
migration component accounts for three«quarters of the 
estimated Other Races growth. Since the (estimated level 
of Other Races growth is based on a projection of immi- 
gration patterns for the 1975-80 pdriod. the general con- 
cern about the potential for error in measuring the compo- 
nent of international migration is particularly salient for 
these two areas. (See Chapter 2.) 

Counties 

Los Angeles Count^''$ Other Race increase of 240,000 
between 1 980 and 1 985 was more than three times that of 



any other county in the United States. Moreover.the Los 
Angeles County Other Races increase was greater than 
the Other Races population of any other county except 
Honolulu County, HI. In 1980, the difference between the 
Other Races population of Los Angeles and Honolulu 
Counties was less than 50,000, but by 1985 Los Angeles' 
estimated Other Races population of 760,000 was almost 
one and one-half times as large as Honolulu's 539,000 
Other Races population. Although no county except Los 
Angeles and Honolulu had 200,000 persons of Other Race 
in 1985. there were nine counties with an estimated Other 
Races population greater than 100,000. Five of these 
counties are located in California. 

Honolulu County had the highest 1985 proportion Other 
Races (64.4 perc(>nt) of the counties appearing in table 10. 
Aside from Honolulu, the four remaining other metropolitan 
counties with an estimated Other Races population exceed- 
ing ten percent in 1985 are located in the San Francisco 
Bay metropolitan Cv')mplex. They are San Francisco County 
(27.4 percent), San Mateo County (14.6 percent). Santa 
Clara County (13.4 percent) and Alameda County (12.1 
percent). 

There are 32 metropolitan counties with an estimated 
Other Races population in excess of 25,000 persons in 
1985. (See table 10.) Twelve of these counties increased 
their Other Races population by more tnan 50 percent 
between 1980 and 1985. Dallas County, TX (85.8 percent) 
and Harris County (Houston), TX (84.3 percent) had the 
highest Other Races growth rate; they are the most 
populous counties in the metropolitan areas with the 
highest Other Races growth rate. At the other extreme, the 
two counties in the table estimated to have had the lowest 
rates of Other Races growth for 1980-85 were Wayne 
County, (Detroit) Ml (9.5 percent) and Honolulu County. HI 
(13.9 percent). No other county appearing in table 10 had 
an estimated rate of growth below 20 percent. 
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Table 6A. Estimates of the Other Races Population for States: July 1, 1985, and Components of Change Since 



Region, division, and State 



United States . 

Northeast 

Midwest 

South 

West 



New England . 

Maine 

New Hampshire. . . 

Vermont 

Massachusetts . . . 

Rhode Island 

Connecticut 



Middle Atlantic . 

New York 

New Jersey 

Pennsylvania 



East North Central . 

Ohio 

Indlena 

Illinois 

Michigan 

Wisconsin 



West North Central 

Minnesota 

Iowa 

Missouri 

North Dakota 

South Dakota 

Nebraska 

Kansas , 



South Atlantic. . 

Delaware 

Maryland 

District of Columbia. 

Virginia 

West Virginia 

North Carolina 

South Carolina .... 

Georgia 

Florida 



East South Central. 

Kentucky 

Tennessee 

Alabama 

Mississippi 



West South Central , 

Arkansas 

Louisiana. 

Oklahoma 

Texas 



Mountain 

Montana 

Idaho 

Wyoming. . . . 

Colorado 

New Mexico . 

Arizona . 

Utah 

Nevada ..... 

Pacific . . , 
Washington.. , 

Oregon 

California 

Alaska 

Hawaii 



July 1. 
1985 



7.292.500 

982.800 
928.300 
1.319.000 
4.064.400 

. 163.800 
9.700 
7.600 
2,900 
89.600 
14.600 
39.600 

616.900 
516,300 
184.000 
118,700 

595.400 
68,600 

.i,6o: 

264.200 
130.200 
70,800 

330,900 
09.700 
?7400 
50,200 
27.500 
55,500 
22.600 
48,100 

594,900 
0.600 

112.500 
9,100 

126.800 
9,300 

108,900 
26.700 
56.200 

135.800 

94,800 
20.700 
30.600 
25.400 
18.200 

629.300 
23.300 
62.500 
229.000 
314,600 

627.400 
49.400 
21.100 
12.200 
78.300 
155,900 
213,300 
53.100 
44,300 

3,436,900 
241,400 
96.600 
2.316.200 
92,100 
691,700 



April 1 
1980 



5.356,700 

706,100 
717.300 
940,300 
2.995.000 

115,400 
7,500 
4,900 
2,800 
63.000 
10.300 
26.800 

590.700 
385.100 
122.300 
63.400 

461.900 
69.900 
34,500 
195.300 
108.700 
53.500 

265.400 
70.100 
20.800 
40.700 
22,400 
47.500 
17,600 
36,200 

425.800 
6.400 
79,400 
8.300 
83.500 
6.500 
90,400 
20,600 
37,400 
91.300 

75.400 
16.700 
23.200 
20,400 
15,100 

439.200 
20,200 
39,000 
191,700 
188.300 

495,300 
41,100 
17,600 
10,500 
57,300 
116.800 
180.300 
41.300 
30,600 

2.499,700 
178.400 
72.500 
1,672,200 
73.300 
603,400 



Change, 1980*85 



Number 



1,933.700 

276.700 
209.000 
378.600 
1,069.400 

48,400 

2,1 on 

2,800 
100 
26.400 

4.300 
12,700 

228.200 
131.200 
61.800 
35,300 

133.500 
18,700 
7,100 
69,000 
21.400 
17.200 

75,600 
29,600 
6.700 
9,500 
5.100 
7,900 
4.900 
11,900 

169.100 
3,200 
33.200 
800 
43,300 
700 
18,500 
6,100 
18,800 
44,600 

19,400 
4.000 
7,400 
5.000 
3.100 

100.200 
3,200 
23.500 
37,200 

128.300 

132,200 
8.400 
3.500 
1.700 
21.000 
39.100 
33,000 
11,700 
13.800 

937.200 
63.100 
24,000 

743.100 
16.800 
88.300 



Percent 



36.1 

39.2 
29.1 
40.3 
35.7 

42.0 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
42.0 
42.1 
47.1 

38.6 
34.1 
50.6 
42.3 

28.9 
26.8 
20.7 
35.3 
19.7 
32.2 

29.6 
42.2 
32.2 
23.3 
22.5 
16.7 
27.6 
32.9 

3l\7 
(B) 
41.6 
(B) 
51.9 
(B) 
20.4 
29.4 
50.1 
48.7 

25.7 
23.8 
31.6 
24.4 
20.5 

43.3 
15.7 
60.3 
1M 
67.1 

26.7 
20.4 
20.1 
18.2 
36.7 
33.4 
18.3 
28.4 
46.1 

37.6 
36.4 
33.0 
47.3 
26.7 
14.6 



Components of change 



Births 


Doatha 


Net migration 


iniernaitonai 


Total 


Percsnt 


/ 47,400 


loo.eoo 


1.102 400 


1 287 300 

1 |£w f .Www 


OA n 


82,900 


10,100 


194.800 


203.600 


28.9 


101.300 


10.800 


163.100 


118.600 


16.6 


129.900 


13.000 


211,000 


261,600 


27.6 


433,400 


67,100 


Roo f^nn 


7no inn 


23.5 


17,100 


1,400 


Qo onn 


32,600 


28.4 


1,200 


inn 


600 


1.000 


(B) 


700 




onn 
800 


2.100 


(B) 


200 


• 


onn 
SOO 


•100 


(B) 


9.100 


900 


16,600 


4 o nnn 

18,200 


29.0 


2.400 


200 


n nnn 
2,800 


2.200 


21.3 


3.500 


200 


t Cnn 
7,900 


9.400 


35.0 


Af« finn 


fi finn 


166,100 


171,100 


29.0 


^1 tfW 


A '/nn 


101.700 


fifi inn 

OW| 1 WW 


9R n 


13.300 


1.100 


35.300 

W V|W W W 


eon 


An A 


10,700 


800 


29,100 


25.400 


Qn A 




R 1 nn 


117,500 


83.800 


18.1 


Q,OUU 


7nn 


16,000 


10.600 


15.1 




inn 

1U0 


8,000 


3.700 


10.8 




1 Ann 


63.800 


49.500 


25.4 


1 1 flr\o 


1,300 


21.000 


10,900 


10.0 




1 

i.ZuO 


6.800 


9.100 


17.0 


46,500 


5,700 


45.600 


34.800 


13.6 


14,700 


1,300 


17.900 


16,200 


23.2 


3.400 


200 


7.000 


3,500 


16.7 


A 7nn 
^.f uu 


Ann 
300 


8,600 


5.000 


12.4 




600 


500 


1,000 


4.4 


0 Ann 


0 onn 


400 


600 


1.3 


d.dUU 


Af\f\ 

400 


3.100 


p oon 

CWw 


114 

11.^ 


5.900 


400 


8,200 


R ^nn 


17 fl 

1 r .0 


AQ 7f\(\ 


A onn 


88,300 


124.200 


29.2 




1 nn 

1U0 


1,200 


2,800 


(B) 


0 inn 


onn 
900 


22.400 


24,900 


31.4 


Ann 


nnn 
200 


2,400 


inn 

^ww 




10,500 


700 


29 J 00 


^'i finn 


An 0 


700 


100 


900 


ion 

1 WW 




12,100 


2,000 


7,300 


w,*lww 


V.J 


2,400 


100 


4.000 


3,800 


Ifl A 
10.0 


5,100 


300 


10,000 


1 4.VWW 


Or .J 


e.goo 


600 


21,100 




QO t 


0 Rnn 


Ann 
600 


14,800 


10,500 


14.0 


0 A(\(\ 


inn 

1UU 


3.700 


1,700 


10.1 


J,UUU 


inn 

1UU 


5,400 


4,500 


10.6 


1.900 


100 


3,800 


3.100 


15.3 


2.200 


300 


4 onn 
1.800 


1,200 


7.9 


70,700 


7.500 


07 onn 


1 07 rvin 

ICf ,Uww 


icO.8 


2.000 


100 


3,000 


1,300 


6.2 


8.800 


400 


1 c onn 
lO,tfU0 


4 9 4 nn 

17.100 


43.9 


31.600 


5,200 


9.400 


10.600 


5.6 


30,200 


1,700 


69,800 


97,800 


61 i 


89,200 


13,200 


38.200 


56,100 


11.3 


8,200 


1,700 


900 


1.900 


4.8 


2,800 


500 


1,100 


1,300 


7.2 


2,100 


300 


200 


•100 


•0.9 


9.300 


700 


12,000 


12.400 


21.7 


20.600 


3.200 


3.400 


2i.700 


16.6 


32.600 


5.200 


7.000 


6.800 


3.2 


8,500 


800 


7.700 


4,000 


0.7 


6.300 


700 


6.900 


9,200 


30.0 


344,100 


63.900 


496.300 


647.000 


25.9 


27,100 


3,600 


37,100 


30.800 


22.3 


10,600 


1.200 


17.300 


14.600 


20.1 


221.300 


27,800 


399,800 


649.600 


36.0 


14,800 


2,600 


2.100 


6.700 


0.1 


7P 400 


18.600 


39.000 


36.400 


6.0 



• Represente zero or a number which rounds to zero. 

(B) Indicates that 1S80 pooulatlon base was less than 10.000. 
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OTHER RACES 
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Table 6B. Annua! Zstlmates of the Other Races Population for States: April 1, 1980 to July 1. 1985 



Roflion, division, and State 


April 1. 
1980 


July 1, 
1981 


July 1. 
1982 


July 1. 
1983 


July 1. 

i8o4 


July 1, 


Percent other races 


1980 


1985 


IJnltorl QtatSB 


6.358.700 


5.865,200 


6,247,600 


6,667.100 


6,932.600 


7.292,500 


2.4 


3.1 




706.100 


775.500 


825.600 


875,900 


929.600 


902.800 


1,4 


2.0 




717.300 


778.600 


819,400 


851.100 


889.500 


926,300 


1.2 


1.6 




QdO 300 


1 045 000 

1 .wtw.www 


1 1 24 900 

1 . 1 c>^.ww 


1.1 90.800 


1,253,500 


1.319.000 


1.2 


1.6 




2.995.000 


3,236.000 


3,477.600 


3.669,300 


3.860,000 


4,064,400 


6.9 


8.4 




(15.400 




iinn 
1 J7,4UU 


4AK Rnn 


iRA AAA 


4 AO Ann 


0.9 


1.3 




7.000 


A inn 


fi 7nn 


A onA 


0 Ann 


Q 7nn 




(B\ 
\of 


1 1 - ■ ^ T ^ 




R Ann 


O.vUU 




f .uw 


r ,OVA^ 




(B) 
\Of 






0 Ann 


0 Ann 




w.UUU 


0 onn 








63.000 


69.400 


74.100 


79.300 


64.000 


89,500 


1.1 


1.5 




10.300 


11.600 


12,600 


13.100 


14.000 


14,RO0 


1.1 






26.900 


30.800 


33.200 


34.800 


37.400 


AA AAA 

39,600 


0.9 


1.2 


Middle Atlantic 


590.700 


647.200 


688,200 


730.400 


774.800 


618.900 


1.6 


2.2 


Naui York 


385 100 

www 1 ■ wv 


416.500 


439.200 


466.200 


491.800 


516.300 


0 0 


0 Q 


Naui Jamcau 


122.300 


136.600 


148.200 


157.800 


170.700 


184.000 


1.7 


2.4 


pAnnftvh/fliilA 


63.400 


94.000 


100,900 


106,500 


112,300 


118,700 


0.7 


1.0 




461.900 


497.900 


623,800 


544.000 


670.100 


695.400 


1.1 


1.4 




A A AAA 

69.900 


74.200 


78,500 


D« Ann 

61.000 


OA OAA 

o4.oU0 


OO CAA 

00,600 


0.6 


0.8 


fndlfintt 


34i500 


37.200 


38.500 


38,900 


40.300 


41,600 


0.6 


0.8 


ininoli . 


195.300 


214.800 


227.100 


238.700 


251,800 


264,200 


1.7 


2.3 


Mlchtoan 


109,700 


114.400 


118.400 


121,600 


126.900 


130.200 


1.2 


1.4 


Wisconsin « . « « 


53i500 


57.500 


61.200 


63,600 


67.300 


70,800 


1.1 


1.5 




255.400 


280.700 


295.700 


307.100 


319.400 


330.900 


1.5 


1.9 




70,100 


79,700 


85.700 


60,300 


94.600 


99.700 


1.7 


2.4 




20.800 


23.500 


25.000 


25.700 


26,800 


27,400 


0.7 


1.0 




40.700 


43,800 


45.300 


46.600 


48.800 


60,200 


0.8 


1.0 




22.400 


24.100 


24.800 


25,600 


27.200 


27.500 


3.4 


4.0 




47.600 


49.600 


50.900 


CA OAA 

62.800 


E.A 4 AA 

04.100 


CC CAA 


6.9 


7.9 


Ndhrftfika .... 


17.600 


19.100 


20.000 


20.600 


21.500 


22,600 


1 1 

1 .1 


1 A 
1 .1 


Kansas 


36.200 


41.000 


44.000 


45.300 


46.300 


48.100 


1.5 


2.0 




425.800 


470.500 


499.500 


628,200 


580.200 


594,900 


1.2 


1.5 




6,400 


7.400 


7.600 


6.300 


8.600 


9,600 


(B) 


(B) 




79,400 


87.600 


fS0\ AAA 

93,800 


AO AAA 

96.600 


4 AC 9AA 

105.700 


4 4 A CAA 

1 12,000 


1.9 


2.5 


rVeM/«t ftf Cotiimhtl 


8.300 


8.400 


8.700 


9.000 


9,000 


9.100 


(B) 




VlMlnlA 


83 500 


96.200 


104,500 


112,000 


119.100 


126,800 


1.6 


2.2 


\A/AQf \iira\n\» 


8.500 


8.900 


8.600 


8.600 


8.800 


9.300 


(B) 


(B) 


NArth HArAtlrtA 


90.400 


95.700 


99.100 


10li700 


105,500 


106.900 


1.5 


1.8 




20.600 


22.400 


23,300 


24,500 


25.300 


26700 


0.7 


0.8 




37.400 


41.300 


43,600 


48,800 


51.000 


56.200 


0.7 


0.9 




9i|O00 


*f\0 '7f\f\ 


tin Af\f\ 
1 iU.4Uy 


1 1 A Ann 

1 lO.OUU 


107 lAA 


4oe Ann 

1 ww.wUU 


0.9 


1.2 




75,400 


80.600 

WW 1 WW w 


84,700 


88,500 


92.100 


94,800 


0.5 


0.6 




16,700 


17.700 


18,900 


19,600 


20.000 


20.700 


0.5 


0.6 




23^200 


25,300 


27,000 


28,200 


29.600 


30.600 


n a 

U.O 


A A 




20.400 


21.500 


22.500 


24,000 


24.700 


25.400 


0.5 


0.6 


MlfifiiAfiinnl 


15,100 


16.100 


16.300 


16,800 


17.800 


18,200 


0.6 


0.7 




439,200 


493,900 


540.700 


574.100 


601.200 


629.300 


1.8 


2.4 




20,200 


20,900 


21.300 


22,400 


OA ^AA 

22.700 


AO AAA 

2o.o00 


0.9 


1.0 


1 Aiiletana 


39 000 

Wv. VWW 


46,600 


53,100 


56.200 


59.800 


62,500 


0.9 


1.4 


^klAhAmfi 


191,700 


202,500 


211,700 


219.400 


224,200 


229,000 


6.3 


7.0 




188 300 

1 WW, www 


224.000 

fcfc^l w w w 


254,600 


276.000 


294.500 


314.600 


1.3 


1.9 




495,300 


531,100 


659.400 


581,200 


603.200 


627,400 


4.4 


4.9 




41.100 


43,000 


44.900 


46.400 


47.800 


40,400 


5.2 


6.0 


Idaho 


17,600 


18,800 


19,700 


20.000 


20,600 


21.100 


1.9 


2.1 




10.500 


11,200 


11.600 


11.800 


11.900 


12.200 


2.2 


2.4 




57.300 


63,600 


69.000 


72.200 


75,800 


78.300 


2.0 


2.4 




116.800 


126,400 


134,900 


140.800 


147,600 


155.900 


9.0 


10.7 




180.300 


188.6U0 


194.000 


200,300 


206.400 


213.300 


6.6 


6.7 




41.300 


45.900 


48.700 


60,400 


61.400 


53.100 


2.8 


3.2 




30.600 


33.700 


36,700 


39,300 


41.400 


44.300 


3.8 


4.8 




2.499.700 


2,734.900 


2,918,200 


3t068,000 


3,256,800 


3,436.900 


7.9 


9.7 




178.400 


197,500 


210.300 


219,500 


230,500 


241,400 


4.3 


5.4 




72,600 


81.200 


66,900 


89.400 


93,000 


96,500 


2.8 


3.6 




1,572.200 


1.753,900 


1.899,600 


2.034.300 


2.169,900 


2,315.200 


6.6 


8.7 




73.300 


76.900 


80.400 


64.600 


87.800 


92.100 


18.2 


17.7 




603.400 


625.400 


640,900 


660,100 


675.600 


691.700 


62.5 


64.4 



(B) Indicates that 1980 population was less than 10»000. 
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Table 7A. Estlmatcjji of the Other Races Metropolitan Population for States: July 1, 198S, and Components of 
cnange since 1980 



Regton, division, and State 



United States . 

Noilheast 

Midwest 

South 

west 



New England . 

Maine 

New Hampshire. . . 

Vemiont 

MassachuBetts . . . 
Rlx>do Island. . . . . 
Connecticut 



Middle Attemtlc. 

NewYort 

New Jersey 

Pennsylvania 



East North Central . 

Ohio 

Indiana 

IHinols 

Michigan 

Wisconsin 



West North Central 

Minnesota 

Iowa 

Missouri 

;4oiih Dakota 

South OaKota 

Nebraska 

Kansas 



South Atlantto. < 

Delaware 

Maryland 

District ol Columt}la. 

Wglnto 

West Virginia 

North Carolina 

South Carolina .... 

Georgia 

Ftortda 



East South Central. 

Kentucky 

Tennessee 

Aiatxima 

Mississippi 

West South Central 

Arkansas 

Louisiano 

Oklahoma 

Texas 



Mountain 
Montana . . . . . 

Idaho 

Wyoming 

Cotorado 

New Mextoo . . 

Arizona 

Utah 

Nevada 

Pacif te , . , 
Washington. . , 

Oregon 

Caiiromia 

Alaska 

Hawaa 







Change 


. 1980-65 


Components of change 


Juivi. 

19S5 


Apr^l. 
1980 






• 




Net migration 


Number 


Perceni 


Births 


Deaths 


imerrKUKXiQi 


Toia 


Percent 


6,040.200 


4.291t900 


1,746.300 


407 


661.200 


69 600 


1,061.100 


1.236.900 


28.6 


042,500 
707,400 
1.019.500 
3,370,600 


672,600 
529,400 
676,700 
2,411,300 


270.000 
177,900 
340,600 
959,600 


40.1 
33.6 
50.2 
39.6 


79.000 
70.000 
96.600 
336.600 


9.600 
5.300 
6.600 
46.100 


191.600 
152,100 
200.100 
Ki7 inn 


200.600 
113,300 
252.000 

A91 4AA 

Or l.lUU 


29.8 
21.4 
37.1 

fit B 

27.6 


149.000 
3.700 
6,600 
1,100 
67.400 
13,000 
36,100 


103,400 
3,100 
3.400 
1.000 

61.400 
9,000 

26.600 


45,600 
700 
2.300 
100 
26,100 
4,100 
12.500 


44.1 

(B) 
(Bi 
(Bi 

42.5 
(B) 

49.0 


15,500 
400 
500 
100 
8.600 
2,200 
3.400 


1.300 

900 
200 
200 


27.800 
400 
700 
100 
16.600 
2,600 
7.300 


31.400 
300 
1.600 

16.100 
2.000 
9.400 


30.4 

(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
29.5 

(B) 
36.6 


793,500 
497,300 
164,000 
112.200 


569,200 
369.000 
122,300 
77,900 


224.400 
126,300 
61.800 
34,300 


39.4 
34.8 
50.5 
44.1 


63.500 
40.000 
13.300 
10.200 


6.300 
6.400 
1.100 
600 


163.700 
99,700 
35.300 
28.600 


169.100 
94.600 
49.600 
24.900 


29.7 
25.6 
40.6 
320 


519,600 
77.900 
33.200 
251.500 
107,600 
49.400 


396,600 
61,200 
26,900 

164.900 
68,400 
35.100 


123.100 
16,700 
6,300 
66,600 
19,100 
14,300 


31.0 
27.3 
23.6 
36.0 
21.6 
4a6 


46,200 
7.500 
2.900 

20.100 
9,500 
6,200 


3,700 
60O 
100 

1,700 
600 
600 


112.900 
15.300 
7,400 
61.800 
20,300 

o,vw 


60.600 
6,800 
3,600 
46.200 
10.400 
A Rnn 


20.3 
16.1 
13.3 
26.0 
11.6 

OA A 


167,700 
76,200 
16,900 
39.300 
4,900 
7,600 
13.900 
29,900 


132,900 
49.300 
11i900 
30.300 
3,800 
5,600 
10,000 
21,900 


54,000 
25,600 
5.000 
8,900 
1,100 
2.100 
3,900 
7.900 


41.3 
52.4 
42.2 
29.5 
(B) 
(B) 
39.1 
36.2 


23,600 
10,900 
2.000 
3.600 
700 
1.500 
1,700 
3.500 


1.600 
700 
100 
200 

200 
100 
200 


39.300 
16,600 
4.600 
7.700 
400 
400 
3.000 
6.500 


32,700 
15,700 
3.100 
5.500 
400 
900 
2,300 
4,700 


24.6 
31.8 
26.3 
18.2 
(B) 
(B) 
23.4 
21.3 


467,400 
6.900 
110.800 
9.100 
120,200 
4.100 
42.000 
19.600 
46.900 
127.800 


330,600 
4,000 
77,500 
6.300 
77.200 
3.600 
30,600 
14,600 
29.700 
84,900 


156.900 
2,900 
33,300 
800 
43.000 
600 
11,400 
4.600 
17.200 
42.900 


47.5 
(B) 
42.9 
(B) 
55.7 
(B) 
37.3 
32.7 
57.7 
50.5 


36,700 

300 

6.800 
Ann 

10.000 
300 
4.600 
1.700 
4,000 
6,400 


2,600 

900 
200 
600 

300 
100 
200 
600 


94.300 
900 

22.100 
2,400 

28.400 
300 
6.800 
3.200 
9.300 

20.700 


121,000 
2.600 
25.300 
400 
33,700 
300 
7,100 
3.200 
13.300 
35.100 


36.6 

32.6 
(B) 
436 
(B) 
23.2 
21.9 
44.8 
41.3 


64.800 
12.600 
25,800 
19,000 
7.400 


46.900 
10,200 
16,700 
14,600 
5,400 


15.900 
2.400 
7.100 
4.400 
2,000 


32.6 
23? 
38.0 
30.4 
(B) 


6,400 
1,500 

2,OUU 

1,500 
900 


300 

100 
100 


12.600 
2.900 
5,300 
3.300 
1,300 


9,800 
1.000 
4.600 
3.000 
1.200 


20.0 
9.8 
24.6 
20.7 
(B) 


467.300 
13.000 
52,900 
109.500 
291.800 


299,300 
10.900 
32.400 
66.700 

169.400 


167.900 
2,200 

20.:oo 

22.900 
122.400 


66.1 
19.8 
63.4 
26.4 
723 


50,400 
1,200 
5.600 
15.200 
28.500 


3,700 

400 
1,700 
1,600 


93,000 
2.700 

14!900 
6.600 

68,900 


121,200 
1 nno 
15.300 
9.400 
95.600 


40.5 

ft 0 

473 

10.8 
56.4 


261.600 
7.400 
4.100 
2.600 
70.000 
25,500 
81.000 
37.300 
33.700 


190.200 
6.100 
2.600 
2.600 
49.100 
20.200 
60.200 
27.300 
22.100 


71.300 
1.300 
1.300 
100 
20.900 
5.400 
20.600 
10.000 
11.500 


37.6 
(B) 
(B 
(B) 
42.6 
26.6 
34.6 
36.7 
62.1 


33,600 
1.100 
500 
300 
6.300 
3.300 
10.200 
6.100 
3.600 


3,300 
100 

600 
300 
1.500 
400 
400 


33,600 
200 
400 
100 
11,700 
2,500 
6,100 
7,000 
5.800 


41.100 
400 
800 
-100 
13,100 
2.400 
12,200 
4,300 
8.100 


21.6 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
28.7 
11.9 
20.2 
15.7 
36.5 


3.109.300 
209.900 
70,700 
2.269,200 
20,500 
539,000 


2.221.000 
151.100 
49.900 
1.633.300 
13.600 
473.200 


ado.roo 

58.600 
20.600 
735.900 
6,900 
65.600 


4O0 
38.9 
41.6 
46.0 
51.2 
13.9 


303.000 
23.400 
7.600 
215.600 
3.300 
62.900 


44,800 
3.100 

600 
26,800 

400 
13,700 


483.600 
34.700 
15.800 

397.800 
1.200 
34.000 


630.100 
38.600 
14.100 

546,900 
4.000 
26,600 


28.4 
25.5 
28.2 
35.7 
29.5 
5.6 



- Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero. 
(B) Indicates that 1980 population base was less than 10,000. 
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OTHER RACES 
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Table ;b. Annual Eatlmatat of tht Othar Racaa Matropolitan Population for Stataa: April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985 



nOQlOni OlVrwuni Una oialo 


Apni 1, 


%iuiy 1, 

1QA1 

1 vol 


guty 1, 


lull/ 1 
1 V^O 


IiiKj 1 

ijuiy 1, 

1 


liiki 1 

IfiA^ 


Percent other races 


4 AAA 
1800 


4 ADC 

18o0 




4,291.000 


4,751,500 


6,006,700 


6,399,700 


5.714,200 


6 040,200 


2.5 


3.3 




672,600 


739,500 


789,000 


637,900 


689.900 


942,500 


1.6 


2.1 




S29»400 


681,700 


616,700 


642,600 


675,600 


707,400 


1.3 


1.7 




PrO,r UU 


?7R AAA 




OA 9 AAA 


MO 900 


1 01Q fiOO 


1.3 


1.8 


UUaftt 


2,411,300 


2,655.200 


2,847,000 


3,016,300 


3,168,400 


3,370,800 


6.7 


6.4 




103,400 


115,300 


124,200 


131,700 


140,300 


149,000 


1.0 


1.4 




3,100 


3,000 


3,500 


3,500 


3.700 


3,700 


(e) 


(B) 




3,400 


4,000 


4,400 


4,700 


5,100 


6.600 


(B) 






1,000 


1,100 


1,100 


1,200 


1,100 


1,100 


(B) 


(B) 






67,700 


72,300 


77,400 


61,900 


67,400 


1.1 


4 A 

1.6 




9.000 


lo'.lOO 


1l!200 


11,500 


12.400 


13,000 


4 A 

1.0 


4 A 

1.0 




25,600 


29,400 


31,700 


33,400 


36,100 


36,100 


A A 

0.8 


4 A 

1.3 




OCV.20U 


024, 2w 


AAA 7AA 
004.fUU 


rUO,CVv 


7A0 MV) 


yofi isAA 

r VJ,QOU 


1.7 


2.4 




309,000 


1&0 Ann 


A9i AAA 


AAtk QAA 
440,qOU 


Ay^ 1AA 
4r 0,1 UU 


AQ7 ')00 


2.3 


3.1 






4 lA AAA 


1AA 9AA 


1R7 AAA 


17A 70A 


4 Al AAA 


1.7 


2.4 




77,vUU 


AA OAA 


OA AAA 


1 AA 9AA 


4AA AAA 

lUw.OOU 


119 900 


0 fi 


1.1 




396,500 


429,900 


453.800 


472,600 


496,700 


619,600 


1.2 


1.6 




61,200 


65,300 


68,900 


71,200 


AAA 

74,600 


77 AAA 

77,vOO 


0.7 


0.9 




26,000 


29,100 


30,400 


30.600 


32,000 


33,200 


0.7 


0.9 


iliinnlft 


164,000 


203.600 


215,700 


226,900 


239,600 


261,600 


2.0 


2.6 


MIchinan ... . ....... 


66,400 


63,400 


07,300 


100,400 


104,200 


107,600 


1.2 


1.5 


WUiarADfiln ... 


35,100 


36,600 


41,600 


43,500 


46,300 


40,400 


1.1 


1.6 




132,900 


151.800 


162.900 


170,100 


176,000 


167,700 


1.4 


1.9 




49,300 


67.600 


62,600 


66.600 


70,600 


75,200 


1.9 


2.7 




11,900 


14.000 


16,100 


15,700 


16,400 


16,000 


1.0 


1.4 




30,300 


33,100 


34,400 


35.600 


37,600 


30,300 


0.9 


1.2 




3,800 


4,400 


4,400 


4.600 


4,700 


4,000 


(B) 


(B) 




5,600 


6,200 


6,900 


7,100 


^ ^AA 

7,700 


9 AAA 

7,o00 


(B) 


(B) 


KlohrARkA . . 


10,000 


11,100 


11,800 


12,300 


12,900 


13,900 


1 A 


1 0 




21,900 


25,600 


27.700 


28,500 


29,000 


20,900 


1.9 


2.5 




330,500 


373,000 


400,500 


425,900 


455,600 


487,400 


1.2 


1.7 




4,000 


4,900 


5,200 


5,700 


6,000 


6,900 


(B) 


(B) 




77.500 


ae AAA 

65,900 


AQ 4 AA 
92,100 


A7 inti 
tf7,10U 


4 AA 4 AA 

104,100 


1 1A AAA 

1 10,000 


2.0 


2.7 


dstrirl of Columblfl 


6,300 


6,400 


6,700 


9,000 


9,000 


0,100 


to\ 
Ko) 




VlralnlA 


77,200 


89,500 


97,800 


105,400 


112,300 


120.200 


2.1 


2.9 


UUAfif X/lffilnIa 


3,500 


3,800 


3,600 


3,700 


3,600 


4,100 


(B) 


(B) 


NArth CflrAllnfl 


3o!600 


34,500 


36.400 


36,900 


39,600 


42,000 


1.0 


1.2 




14!800 


16,300 


17,200 


18,000 


18,700 


10,600 


0.6 


1.0 




20,700 


33,500 


95,600 


38,600 


42,400 


46,900 


0.9 


1.2 




■4,vUU 


AA OAA 


1AA lAA 


1 HI KAA 


11i 7A0 

1 1 v,f VO 


197 fiOO 


1.0 


1.2 




46,900 


53.100 


66,300 


60,000 


62,200 


64,600 


0.6 


0.8 




10,200 


10,700 


11,600 


11,700 


11,000 


12,600 


0.6 


0.7 




18,700 


20,400 


22.000 


23,000 


24.600 


26.600 


A A 

0.6 


A a 

0.6 


Alflh^mfi 


14,600 


15.700 


16,300 


17,700 


16,400 


19,000 


a ^ 

v.w 


0 7 


imiftftiftfttnnl 


5^400 


6,300 


6,400 


6,600 


7,300 


7,400 




{B) 


West South Central 


299,300 


348.900 


389.300 


417,900 


442,300 


467,300 


1.6 


2.5 




10,900 


11,600 


11,900 


12,700 


12.000 


13,000 


1.2 


1.4 




32,400 


A*^ 4 AA 

39,100 


AA ^AA 

44.400 


Am AAA 

47,600 


AA AAA 


AA AAA 


1.1 


1.7 




oo,7QQ 


AO AAA 


AO Ann 


1 AO AAA 


1 AA QiV\ 


100 ftOO 


6.0 


57 




168,400 


AAjI caa 

204,500 


AOO AAA 

233,000 


OK4 AAA 


971 QAA 
«71,|pOU 


901 AOO 
Ctfl ,oou 


1.6 


2.2 




IdO 200 


210 600 


227,500 


237,000 


248.000 


261,600 


2.6 


3.2 




0,100 


6,500 


6!600 


7,100 


7.100 


7.400 


(B) 


(B) 




9 AAA 


o,cvu 




9iOO 


3 iOO 


4,100 


(B) 


(B) 




2500 


2,600 


2.700 


2,600 


2.500 


2!600 


(B) 


(B) 




4ff.100 


55,300 


60,400 


63,600 


67.oro 


70,000 


2.1 


2.7 




2s/,200 


21.700 


23,400 


23,700 


24.0CO 


25,500 


3.3 


3.8 




60,200 


65,400 


66,200 


71,700 


75,000 


61,000 


2.9 


3.4 




27,300 


31.100 


33,600 


35,000 


35,000 


37.300 


2.4 


3.0 




22,100 


25.000 


27.900 


29.700 


31,60C 


33,700 


3.4 


4.4 




2,221.000 


2,444,500 


2,619,500 


2J79,20O 


2,039,500 


3,109,300 


7.7 


97 


Waahlnflton 


151,100 


168,700 


161.300 


189.400 


199,400 


209,900 


4.5 


5.8 




49.900 


67.500 


62,600 


64.900 


67.600 


70,700 


2.8 


3.9 




1,533,300 


1.714.200 


1,856,300 


1,991,300 


2,125,700 


2,269,200 


6.8 


6.9 




1 13,500 


14.900 


16,300 


17.900 


19,300 


20.500 


7.8 


8.9 




\ 473,200 


489,100 


500,900 


615.700 


627,400 


539,000 


62.1 


64.4 



(B) Indicates that 1980 population was less ttian 10,000. 



64 



56 



OTHER RACES 



Table 8A. Estimates of the Other Races Nonmatropoiltan Population for States: July 1, 198S, and Components 
Of Gnaiige since 1980 



Region, division, tnd Stato 



United States , 



Northeast 
Midwest* . 
South ... 
West 



New England . 

Maine 

New Hampshire. . . 

Vermont 

Massachusetts . . . 

Rhode Island 

Connecticut 



Middle Atlantic . 

New York 

New Jersey 

Pennsylvania 



East North Central. 

Ohio 

Indiana 

Illinois 

Michigan 

Wisconsin 



West North Central 

Minnesota 

towa 

Missouri 

North Dakota 

South Dakota 

Nebraska. 

Kansas 



South Atlantic. . 

Delaware 

Maryland 

District of Columbia. 

Virginia 

West Virginia 

North Carolina 

South Carolina .... 

Georgia 

Florida 



East South Central. 

Kentucky 

Tennessee 

Alabama 

Mississippi. 



West South Central . 

Arkansas 

Louisiana. 

Oklahoma 

Texas 



Mountain 
Montana .... 

Idaho 

Wyoming 

Colorado 

New Mexk:o . 

Arizona 

Utah 

Nevada 



pacific . 
Washington. 

Oregon 

California. . . 

Alaska 

Hawaii 



July 
1§i 



185 



1.252,200 

40.200 
219.000 
299.500 
693.600 

14.800 
6,900 
2.000 
1.800 
2.000 
1.600 
1.400 

25.400 
19.000 

6.600 

76.800 
10.700 
8,400 
12.700 
22.600 
21.400 

143.200 
24.500 
10.600 
11,000 
22,600 
47,700 
6,700 
16,200 

107,400 
2,600 
1.700 

6,600 
5,200 
66,900 
7,100 
9,300 
7.900 

30.000 
6,100 
4,800 
6,300 

10,600 

162.100 
'•10,300 
9,600 
119,400 
22,800 

385,900 
42,000 
17,000 
9,500 
8.300 
130,400 
132.200 
15,800 
10,600 

327,700 
31.500 
25.800 
46.100 
71,600 

152.800 



April 1 
1980 



1, 066^00 

33.500 
167,900 
261.700 
663.700 

12.000 
4.500 
1,500 
1,700 
1,700 
1,300 
• 1,300 

21,600 
16,100 

5,500 

65,400 
6,700 
7,600 
10,300 
20,300 
18.400 

122,500 
20.800 

6.900 
10,400 
16.600 
41.900 

7.700 
14,200 

95.300 
2.300 
1.800 

6.300 
5.000 
69,600 
6.900 
7.700 
6.400 

26.600 
6.500 
4.500 
5,800 
9.700 

139,600 
9.300 
6.600 

105.000 
18.900 

305.000 
35.000 
14.800 
6.000 
6.100 
96.700 
120.100 
14.000 
8,400 

276.700 
27.200 
22.600 
38,900 
59.700 

130.200 



Change. 1980*85 



Number 



165.400 

6.700 
31.100 
37,900 
109,600 

2.800 
1,500 
500 

400 

300 
100 

3,900 
2>900 

1.000 

10,400 
2,000 
800 
2,400 
2,300 
2,900 

20,700 
3,600 
1,700 
600 
3,900 
6,600 
1.000 
4,000 

12,200 
300 
•100 

300 
200 
7,100 
1,200 
1,600 
1,600 

3,500 
1,600 
300 
600 
1,100 

22,200 
1,000 
3.000 

14,400 
3,900 

60,800 
7.000 
2,300 
1.600 
200 
33,700 
12.200 
1.700 
2,200 

49.000 
4,200 
3,100 
7,100 
11.900 
22,600 



Percent 



• Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero. 

(B) Indicates that 1980 population base was less than 10,000. 



17.4 

19.9 
16.5 
14,5 
16.6 

23.6 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

17.9 
16.0 

(B) 

15.0 
(B) 
(B) 
22.8 
11.3 
16.0 

16.9 
18.1 
(B) 
5.3 
21.2 
13.8 
(B) 
27.9 

12.8 
(B) 
(B) 

(B) 
(B) 
11.8 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

13.1 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

16.9 
(B) 
(B) 

13.7 

20.4 

19.9 
20.1 
15.2 

(B) 

(B) 
34.9 
10.1 
12.2 

(B) 

17.6 
15.6 
13.8 
18.4 
19.9 
17.4 



Components of chango 



Births 



166,200 

3,800 
31,300 
34,300 
96,800 

1,600 
800 
200 
100 
200 
100 
100 

2,200 
1,700 

500 

8,600 
1.400 
700 
1,100 
2.300 
3,100 

22,700 
3,800 
1.400 
1,100 
4,200 
6,100 
1,600 
2,400 

11,000 
200 
300 

600 

400 
7,500 

700 
1.000 

500 

3,000 
900 
400 
500 

1,300 

20,200 
800 

1.300 
16.400 

1.700 

66,600 
7.100 
2,300 
1.600 
1.000 
17,300 
22.300 
2.400 
1,500 

41.200 

3,700 
3.000 
5.500 
11.400 
17.500 



Deaths 



31,100 

500 
6.500 
6.200 
16.900 

100 
100 



300 
300 



1.400 
100 

100 
500 
700 

4.100 
600 
100 
100 
800 

2,000 
300 
200 

2,100 



1.700 

100 
100 

300 



300 

3,800 
100 
100 

3,500 
100 

9.900 
1,600 
500 
300 
100 
2.900 
3,700 
400 
300 

9,100 
700 
400 
900 
2.300 
4.600 



Net nrtlgratlon 



International 



41.300 

3.300 
11.000 
10.900 
16,100 

1.000 
400 
100 
100 
100 
100 
300 

2,400 
1.900 

400 

4.600 
700 
600 

1.900 
60C 
800 

6,300 
1,400 
2.100 
900 
100 

100 
1,700 

4.000 
200 
200 

700 
500 
500 
800 
700 
400 

2,000 
800 
200 
400 
600 

4,800 
300 

1,100 
900 

2.700 

4,300 
700 
700 
100 
300 
900 

1,000 
700 
100 

11,600 
2.400 
1,400 
2,000 
900 
5,000 



Total 



60.400 

3.300 
5.300 
9.800 
32.000 

1,400 
800 
300 
•100 
200 
200 



1.900 
1.500 

500 

3.200 
700 
100 

1,300 
500 
500 

2.100 
600 
300 
•500 
600 
•300 
-300 
1.600 

3.200 
200 
-300 

-100 
-200 

1.300 
600 
700 

1,200 

600 
700 
-100 
100 



5.800 
300 
1,600 
1,S00 
2,200 

15,100 
1,600 
500 

-700 
19.300 
-6,400 

-300 
1.100 

16.900 
1.200 
500 
2.600 
2.700 

g.eoc 



8.1 
4.5 
2.3 
6.7 
4.5 
7.6 
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Table 8B. Annual Estimates of the Other Races Nonmetropoiltan Population for States: April 1, 1980 to 
^ July 1, 1985 



R«0^on division, and State 


1G60 


1961 


1982 


Julyl, 
1963 


July 1. 
1984 


1965 


Percent other races 


1960 


1985 




1i066,600 


1,113,700 


1,146,900 


1,167,400 


1,216,400 


1,252.200 


2.0 


2.2 




33.500 


36.000 


36,700 


36,000 


39.700 


40.200 


0.6 


0.7 




167.900 


196,900 


202,600 


206,300 


213.900 


219,000 


1.1 


1.3 




261.700 


270,000 


276.600 


266,000 


293,200 


299.500 


4 4 

1 .1 


1 9 




563.700 


610.700 


630.600 


6S3.000 


671,600 


693.600 


8.1 


8.6 


Naui PnnlAnH 


19 r)fln 


1 0,VvV 


4o onn 


1 Q Ann 

1 O.Oww 


1 A ftnn 


1 A Ann 

i4,0Uw 


0.6 


0.7 






fi nnn 


fi '^nn 


s Ann 


^5 7nn 

w.f uu 


A onn 


(B) 


<B) 




1.500 


1.600 


1.600 


1,600 


1.900 


2,000 


(B) 


(B) 




1,700 


1,600 


1,700 


1,700 


1.600 


1,600 


(B) 


(B) 




1.700 


1.700 


1,700 


1,900 


2,100 


2,000 


(B) 


(B) 




1.300 


1.500 


1,400 


1,600 


1,600 


1,600 




(B) 




1.300 


1.400 


1,500 


1,400 


1,400 


1,400 


(B) 


(B) 


MIHHIa Attantlr 


C 1 |WUw 


90 nnn 


7^ Ann 


9A 9nn 


oe onn 

k9,cUU 


9A Ann 


0.6 


0,7 


hlckw VatW 


iA ifin 


17 inn 


17 Ann 


17 onn 
1 f ,ouu 


1A 7nn 


4 fi nnn 


1.0 


1.1 
















• 


• 




5,600 


5,900 


6,100 


6,300 


6,600 


6,500 


(B) 


(B) 


Poet Kinrfh /Antral 


Aft inn 

00.4UU 


AA nnn 

OO.UVA/ 


7n nnn 


71 Ann 


70 Ann 


7A Ann 


0.7 


0.6 




fl 7nn 


A Qnn 


Q Ann 


0 Ann 


in 9nn 


in 7nn 
iu,f uu 


0.4 


OS 




7 Ann 


A inn 


A 9nn 


A 9nn 

9|ftUU 


A ^nn 


A Ann 


(B) 
\"i 


\oi 




in Qnn 

1 W.OUU 


1 1 inn 


1 1 Ann 

1 1 ^^w 


1 1 Ann 


19 9nn 


4 0 7nn 


0.5 


0.6 


Ml^hlniin 


on qno 


9n Qnn 


91 inn 

K 1 ,1 WW 


91 Ann 


91 7nn 


99 Ann 

cc,OvU 


1.1 


1.3 


lA/lft/^Aneln 


1 A mn 


1A finn 

IO,0UU 


10 Ann 


9n inn 


91 nnn 


91 Ann 


1.2 


1.3 




122.600 


126,900 


132,600 


136.900 


140,600 


143.200 


1.6 


1.6 




20.600 


22.200 


23,100 


23.600 


24,200 


24,500 


1.4 


1.7 




6.000 


9.600 


9,900 


9.900 


10,400 


10.600 


0 5 


0 6 




10.400 


10.600 


10.900 


11.200 


11.200 


11.000 


0.6 


0.6 


Mnvfh naVnfo 


1 A Ann 

1 0.uvv 


10 7nn 


9n Ann 


91 9nn 


99 Ann 


99 Ann 


4.4 


5.3 




41 Qno 


4*) 4nn 


AA inn 


AS 7nn 


AA Qnn 


A7 7nn 

^f ,r Uw 


O 0 


o o 
o.o 




7 7nn 


A nnn 


A onn 


A Qnn 


A Ann 

O|0WU 


A 7nn 


/D\ 

(B) 


(Bj 




1 A 9nn 


1 A ^nn 


1 A ^nn 


1 A nnn 

lO,0VV 


1 7 onn 
1 r ,ouu 


iA 9nn 


^ 0 


4 A 




85,300 


B7,oOO 


AO AAA 

88,000 


4 AQ OAA 

102,300 


104,400 


107,400 


0.9 


1.0 


Delaware 


2,300 


2.500 


2,600 


2,600 


2,600 


2,600 


(B) 


(B) 




1,600 


1.600 


1,600 


1,500 


1,600 


1.700 


/a\ 
(o) 


(B) 


District of Columbia 


















Viralnia 


6,300 


6,600 


6,700 


6,600 


6,600 


6,600 


/Q\ 

(B; 


(B) 




6.000 


6,000 


6,100 


4,000 


5,000 


6.200 


\o} 


IBJ 




59.600 


61,300 


62,700 


64,900 


65,700 


66,900 


0 9 


Q A 




5,000 


6,100 


6,200 


6,600 


6,700 


7,100 


(B) 


(Bj 




7,700 


7,600 


6,000 


6,100 


6,600 


9,300 


(B) 


(B) 




6,400 


6.500 


6,400 


7,100 


7,400 


7,900 


(B) 


(B) 


East South Central 


26,600 


27,500 


26,300 


29,500 


29,900 


30.000 


0.4 


0.4 




6,600 


7.000 


7,300 


7,900 


6,100 


6.100 


(B) 


(B) 


TennessBo 


4.500 


4,900 


5,000 


5,100 


5,000 


4,600 


(B) 




A!at>ama 


5,600 


5,600 


6,200 


6,300 


6,300 


6,300 


(B) 


(B) 




0.700 


0.600 


9,600 


10,200 


10,600 


10>600 


0.5 


0.6 


Wast South Central 


130.600 


145,000 


161,400 


1 66,200 


156,900 


162,100 


?.o 


2.2 




J.300 


9,300 


9,400 


0,600 


9,600 


10,300 


0.7 


0,7 




6v600 


7.500 


6.600 


8,600 


9,200 


9,600 


(B) 


(B) 


Oklahoma 


106.000 


106,700 


112,400 


116,600 


117,300 


119,400 


6.1 


6.7 




16.900 


19.500 


21,100 


i*2,000 


22,600 


22,600 


0.6 


0.7 




305,000 


320.300 


332,000 


344,200 


354,300 


365,900 


7.4 


8.1 




36.000 


36.500 


36,100 


30,300 


40,700 


42.000 


6.6 


6.7 




14,600 


16,600 


16,200 


1G.S00 


16,600 


17,000 


1.9 


2.1 




6.000 


6.600 


6.900 


9.200 


9,400 


9,500 


(B) 


(B) 




6,100 


6.300 


6.600 


6.700 


6.900 


6,300 


(B) 


(B) 




96.700 


104,600 


111.500 


117100 


123.100 


130,400 


13.9 


16.7 




120.100 


123,200 


124,600 


126,700 


130.500 


132,200 


17.7 


17.2 




14,000 


14,600 


16,100 


16,500 


16.400 


16,600 


4.2 


4.1 




6.400 


8,700 


6,600 


o,eoo 


9.600 


10,600 


6.6 


6.3 




276.700 


290.400 


206,700 


308,C0O 


317.300 


327.700 


9.0 


9.7 




27,200 


26.700 


29.000 


30,1CK) 


31.000 


31.600 


3.4 


3.7 




22.600 


23.700 


24,200 


24,5tK) 


25,200 


26,800 


26 


2.9 




36,900 


39.700 


41,300 


43,000 


44,300 


46.100 


4.0 


4.2 




59.700 


62,100 


64,100 


6e,7C0 


66.600 


71.600 


26.3 


24.6 




130,200 


136.200 


i4a,ioo 


144,400 


146.200 


162.600 


64.4 


64,6 



- Repressnts zero or a number which rounds to zero. 
(B) Indicatea that 1980 population was less than 10.000. 
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Table 9A. Estimates of the Other Races Population for Metropolitan Areas With 10,000 or More Other Races: 
July 1, 1985, and Components of Change Since 1980 



Msuopolitan area 


July 1, 
1985 


April 1, 
1980 


Change, 1980*65 


Components of chanjjs} 


Number 


Percent 


Births 


Deaths 


Not migration 


Inter- 
national 


Total 


Ptf.'cont 




20,700 


15,900 


... 

4,600 


302 


2.700 


200 


2,400 


2.400 


14.9 




20,500 


13,600 


6,900 


51.2 


3.300 


400 


1,200 


4,000 


29.5 


Atlanta. GAMSA 


29,400 


17,400 


12,000 


69.1 


2,600 


100 


6,600 


9,500 


54.7 


Austin. TX MSA 




7 ann 


5,700 


(B) 


1,100 


- 


n ^nn 


A nnn 
4,700 


(B) 


Bakarsflald CAMSA. 


£ 1 . ISA/ 


IS pnn 


5,900 


38.7 


2,100 


200 


2.300 


4,000 


26.1 


Baltimore MD MSA 


38 000 


oo Ann 


10 fion 


17 *i 
Or .o 




onn 


7,500 


7,700 


27.1 






















MANECMA 


70,600 


49,500 


21,200 


42.8 


7,300 


600 


13.200 


14,600 


29.6 


BUFFALO-NIAGARA FALLS, NY CMSA. . . . 


15,700 


13,500 


2,300 


16.9 


1,600 


300 


2.200 


1,000 


7.3 


Aiiffttln KJV PUQA 




*f\ Ann 


2.000 


19.2 


1.300 


200 


2i000 


1,000 


9.5 


Charlotte-Gastonla-Rock Hill, 




















NOSC MSA 


10,900 


8,100 


2,600 




1 000 


inn 


1 Ann 


1 onn 


\o) 


CHICAGO-GARY-UKE COUNTY, 




















234,400 


171,200 


63,300 


37.0 


16,500 


1,600 


57,800 


46,400 


27.1 




206,100 


151,500 


54.600 


36.0 


16,200 


1,500 


52.100 


39,800 


26.3 




11,500 


7.600 


3,900 


(B) 


1,000 




4 nnn 
1,800 


3,000 


(B) 


CiNCINNATNHAMILTON, 




















13,400 


10,500 


3,000 


28.3 


1.200 


100 


n Ann 
2,400 


1,900 


17.9 


Cincinnati, OH*KY*{N PMSA 


11,200 


6.900 


2,300 




1 000 


100 


n nnn 

2,200 


1,400 


(B) 


CLEVELAND<AKRON*LORAIN, OH CMSA. . 


29,300 


23^400 








onn 


6,300 


4,000 


17.0 


Clovaland, OH PMSA 


21,400 


16,800 


A Ann 


07 A 


1 Ann 
1,DUU 


^nn 


4,600 


3,200 


19.1 




10,800 


7,600 


3.200 




1 400 


100 


1 7nn 

1 ,rUU 


1 (inn 


(B) 




14,600 


10,600 


3,900 


37.1 


2 000 


100 


0 onn 


0 1 nn 


i9.o 


DALLAS-FORT WORTH. TX CMSA 


60,800 


42,900 


37 900 




7 900 


Ann 


15,300 


31,100 


72.5 


Dallas, TX PMSA 


56,000 


29.600 


26,400 


AQ 1 


R AOO 


onn 


10,700 


21,300 


71.6 


Fort Worth-Arilngton, TX PMSA 


24,700 


13,200 


11,500 


66.6 


1,800 


100 


4,700 


9,800 


74.2 


DENVER«BOULDER. CO CMSA 


5J,000 


38,000 


17,000 


47.2 


6,400 


500 


9.200 


11,100 


30.6 




47,500 


32,500 


14,900 


45.9 


6,700 


400 


8,600 


9,600 


29.6 




69,400 


67,500 


11.900 


20.8 


6,000 


600 


13,000 


6,500 


11.3 


Detroit. Ml PMSA 


61,200 


50,700 


10,500 


207 


5,200 


500 


11.100 


5,800 


11.5 


Fayetteville. NC MSA 


11,100 


8,700 


2,300 


(B) 


1,500 


100 


1,600 


1,000 


(B) 


Fort Smith. AR^OK MSA 


10,800 


8,400 


n A nn 

2,400 


(B) 


1,100 


100 


1,500 


1,400 


(B) 




32|800 


21,700 


11.100 


51.1 


4,300 


500 


2,800 


7,300 


33.7 


Hartford«Naw Britaln-Mlddletown* 




















Bristol, CT NECMA 


11,400 


0,000 


3,400 


(B) 


1,100 


100 


0 nnn 


n finn 
2,300 


tax 

(B) 


Honolulu, HI MSA 


539,000 


473,200 


65,800 


13.9 


62,900 


13.700 


34,000 


26,600 


5.6 


HOUSTON-GALVESTON-BRAZORIA. 




















TXCMSA 


124,900 


66,700 


58,200 


67.2 


13,000 


600 


33,000 


46,000 


66.9 


Houston, TX PMSA 


118,100 


62,700 


65,400 


68.5 


12,600 


700 


31,300 


43,60'^ 


69.6 


Indianapolis, IN MSA 


10,300 


8,300 


1,900 


(B) 


000 




2,400 


1,100 


(B) 


.lMr«bftAnulllo Cl kiCA 




8,500 


3,400 


(B) 


500 


100 


1,700 


2,900 


(B) 


Kansas CItv MO-KS MSA 




1 7 Ar\n 


6,300 


364 


2,400 


100 


4.900 


4.000 


23.2 


Laa VmaS NV MSA 






8,400 


58.8 


2.100 


200 


4,100 


6,500 


45.4 


Lawton. OK MSA 


10 900 


7 aoo 


2,500 


(B) 


1,600 


200 


1.600 


1,000 


(B) 


LOS ANGELES»ANAHEIM*RIVERSinE 
















OA CMSA 


1.061,100 


701,800 


359,300 


51.2 


93.300 


10.900 


206,700 


276,900 


39.4 




191,400 


112,100 


79,300 


70.7 


17,600 


1,200 


41,200 


62,900 


56.1 


Los Angeles*Lon9 Beach. 






















760,600 


519,800 


240,700 


46.3 


64,200 


9,000 


163,700 


165,600 


35.7 




34,000 


21,900 


12,000 


64.9 


3,200 


200 


3,800 


9,000 


40.9 


Riverside-San Bernardino, 




















OA PMSA 


75,200 


46.000 


27,200 


66.8 


8,300 


600 


8,000 


19.500 


40.6 


MIAMI-FORT LAUDERDALE, Ft CMSA .... 


35.700 


23,700 


11.900 


50.3 


2,700 


200 


6.600 


9,500 


40.0 


Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood* 




















11,100 


6,700 


4,400 


(B) 


900 


100 


1,200 


3,500 


(B) 


Mlaml-Hialeah, FLPMSA 


24,600 


17,000 


7,600 


44.5 


1,700 


100 


4,200 


6.000 


35.1 


MILWAUKEE-RACINE, Wi CMSA 


22,300 


17,300 


5,000 


28.9 


2,600 


200 


3,200 


2,600 


15.1 


Milwaukee, Wt PMSA 


21,000 


16.300 


4.600 


29.2 


2.400 


200 


3,000 


2,500 


15.3 


Mlrneapolis-St. Paul, MN-WI MSA 


66,600 


42,800 


24,000 


66.0 


9.800 


600 


15,000 


14,800 


34.6 


Modesto. OA MSA 


13,400 


9,300 


4,100 


(B) 


1,200 


100 


2.000 


3,000 


(B) 




31,900 


17.500 


14,300 


81.6 


3,200 


200 


10,800 


11.300 


64.3 



• Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero. 

(B) Indicates that 1980 population base was less than 10,000. 
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Table 9B. Annual Estimates of the Other Races Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or IMore Other 
Races: April 1, 19B0 to July 1, 1985 



Metropolitan area 


April 1, 
1980 


Julvl, 
1981 


July 1, 
1982 


July 1, 
1983 


July 1, 
1984 


July 1. 
1985 


Percent other races 


1 vou 


1 OOO 




15.900 


17,300 


18.700 


19,100 


20.200 


20,700 


0.6 


4.5 




13,600 


14,900 


16,300 


17,900 


19,300 


20,500 


7.8 


A A 

8.9 




17,400 


19,900 


21,400 


23,100 


25,900 


29.400 


0.6 


1.2 




7,800 


9,000 


10,000 


10,800 


12.100 


13,500 


1.4 


1.9 




15,200 


16,200 


17,500 


18,300 


20,200 


21,100 


3.8 


4.6 




28,400 


30,900 


32,800 


34,400 


36.600 


39,000 


1.3 


1.7 


8o8ton-Lawronce-Satem-Loweli-Brockton, 


















MA NECMA 


49,500 


54 00 


58,700 


82,500 


66,200 


70,600 


1.4 


1.9 


BUrFALU-NIAGARA FALLS, NY CMSA . , . , 


13,600 


14,400 


14.600 


15,000 


15.300 


15,700 


1.1 


1.3 


Buffalo^ NY PMSA 


10,400 


11,200 


11,300 


1 1 ,700 


11.900 


12,400 


1.0 


1.3 


Char{otte*Gft8tonia-Rock Hill, 




















8,100 


9,3C0 


10,000 


9.800 


10,400 


10,900 


0.8 


1.0 


CH!CAGO-GARY»LAKe COUNTY^ 


















11 fKI lAJI OIJCA 


171,200 


166,500 


199,800 


A ^ A AAA 

210.800 


222,900 


234,400 


2.2 


2.9 


^UImmma 11 OkJCA 


151,500 


I061OOO 


175,500 


4 AP A A A 

185,800 


198,100 


206,100 


2.5 


8.3 


1 «t/A /^AiinHi il OkJCA 


7,600 


6,700 


9,400 


9,900 


10,700 


11,500 


1.7 


2.6 


^IKlOIKIMATt U A 1411 T/Mil 

vINwINNAl l-nAMILTUNi 


















OH-KY>!N CMSA 


10,500 


1 1 300 


11 Qon 


19 nru) 






0.6 


0.8 




e\m 


9,300 


10,000 


10.100 


10,600 


11.200 


0.6 


0.8 


CLEVELAND^AKRON-LORAIN, OH CMSA . . 


23,400 


24,500 


25.900 


26,800 


27,800 


29.300 


^.8 


1.1 




16,800 


17,700 


18.900 


19,800 


20.600 


21,400 


n Q 


1 . 1 






O,40U 


Q 4 nn 


9,500 


10,100 


10.800 


2.5 


3.0 




10.600 


11,500 


12.500 


13,100 


13,700 


14.500 


0.9 


1,1 


nAI 1 Afi CT^QT t&f^BfLJ ^kJOA 


42,900 


51,300 


57,100 


64,500 


72.000 


80.800 


1.5 


2.3 




29,600 


35.800 


39,600 


44,600 


49,900 


56,000 


1.5 


2.4 


Fort Worth-Arlington, TX PMSA 


10,200 


15.500 


17,600 


19,800 


22,100 


24,700 




0 1 

C.I 




36,000 


41,000 


46,100 


47.700 


50.500 


63,000 




0 Q 




32,500 


37,000 


40.900 


42,800 


45,300 


47,500 




^ 0 

C.O 


nPTROlT^ANN ARROQ Mi HMj^A 


» enn 

Or twUU 


Ov.Uw 






Ovi.rUU 


C(% Ann 
09.400 


1.2 


1.5 


Detroit. Ml PMSA 


50,700 


6M0O 


54,900 


56.600 


58.600 


61,200 


1.1 


1.4 


Fayetteville, NC MSA 


8,700 


9,800 


10.100 


10,200 


11,000 


11.100 


3.6 


4.4 


Fort Smith, AR-OK MSA 


8.400 


9.100 


9,400 


10,100 


10,800 


10.600 


e A 
0.2 


a A 

6.3 




21,700 


23,300 


24,900 


27,{^0 


29,900 


32,800 


4.2 


6.8 


Hartford-New Britain-Mlddletown- 




















8,000 


8.700 


9.200 


9.800 


10.800 


11,400 


0.6 


1.1 


Honolulu. HI MSA 


473,200 


489,100 


500,900 


516,700 


527,400 


639.000 


62.1 


64.4 


HOUSTON-GALVESTON-BRAZORIA. 


















TX CMSA. , 


66.700 


86.100 


104,000 


112.600 


118.300 


124,900 


2.2 


3.5 


Houston, TX PMSA 


62,700 


61,100 


98,400 


-106,600 


111.900 


118.100 


2.3 


3.7 




6,300 


9,200 


9,900 


9,800 


10,200 


10,300 


0.7 


0.9 


Jacksonville, FL MSA 


9,500 


10,700 


1 W,W WW 


11,300 


11 fion 




1.3 


1.6 


Kansas City. MO-KS MSA 


17,400 


19.200 


20,300 


21.300 


22.700 


23.700 


4 A 

1.2 


1.6 


Las Vegas, NV MSA 


14,300 


18.300 


18,500 


19,800 


21,200 


22.700 


*i 4 

0.1 


4.2 


Lawton. OK MSA 


7,600 


8,300 


8,900 


9,300 


9,700 


10,300 


6.9 


8.6 


LOS ANGELES-ANAHEtM-RIVERSIDE, 


















OA CMSA 


701,800 


791.400 


864,100 


927.300 


092.000 


1.061.100 


6.1 


8.2 




112,100 


135,500 


152,100 


164,200 


177,200 


191,400 


5.8 


8.9 


Los Angeles-Long Beach, 


















OA PMSA...... 


519.800 


677,600 


625.800 


669,300 


713.200 


760,500 


7.0 


9.2 




21,900 


24,700 


26.800 


29.100 


31.600 


34,000 


4.1 


5.6 


Riverslde-San Bernardino, 


















CA PMSA 


48.000 


53,700 


59,500 


64,800 


70,100 


75,200 


3.1 


4.0 


MIAMI*PORT LAUDERDALE. FL CMSA .... 


23.700 


27,000 


29.300 


31.300 


33,200 


35.700 


0.9 


1.2 


Fort Lauderdale*Hoiy>'ood- 




















6.700 


7.800 


8.600 


9.500 


10,100 


11.100 


0.7 


1.0 


Mlaml-Hlaleah, FL p #iSA 


17.000 


19.200 


20700 


21.800 


23,100 


24.600 


1.0 


1.4 


MILWAUKEE-RACINE. Wl CMSA 


17.300 


16,700 


19.800 


20,400 


21.200 


2P.300 


1.1 


1.4 


Milwaukee. Wl PMSA 


16.300 


17.600 


18,700 


19,300 


20,100 


21,000 


1.2 


1.5 


Minneapolis*St. Paul, MN-Wt MSA 


42,800 


50.100 


54,800 


58,600 


62,400 


66,800 


2.0 


2.9 


Modesto, CA MSA 


9.300 


10.600 


11.200 


11.700 


12.500 


13,400 


3.5 


4.5 




17,600 


22,400 


26.200 


28.300 


30,100 


31,900 


^A 


2.4 
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Table 9A. Eatlmat«» of the Other Raeaa Population for Metropolitan Areaa with 10,000 or More Other Racea: 
July 1, 1985, and Componente of Change Since Isao—Continued 









Change 


1980*85 


Components of change 


Metropolitan area 














Net migration 




July 1. 


Aprli 1, 










inter- 








1065 


1060 


Number 


Percent 


Births 


nAAfhn 

uwvna 


natlnnni 

IIAUWIIBI 




Percent 


NEW YORK-NORTHERN NEW JERSEY- 




















1 A&lA Id Akin kIW Kl 1 /^ftJBA 

LONCI ISl^NDi NY*NJ>CT CMSA 


603,600 


420,600 


173,600 


40.4 


45.600 


6.600 


123 900 


132 700 


01 9 


Bergefl-rasMiCi nj pmsa 


42,400 


26,000 


15,500 


67.6 


3,000 


200 


9,000 


12 700 


27 9 


B*liiMA«M»4 C4*M#M<J AIamxmII* 

9nQflepOn*siamTOfa>N0rwaiK* 




















Dtnburv CT fU^CMA 




fi Ann 


a onn 
O,ovv 


(B) 


1.300 


100 


3,200 


4.600 


(B) 




24,200 


17,100 


7.200 


42,1 


1.600 


200 


7,100 


5.600 


33.6 


^JU^IaiAAu Aa^aahaaA LJiimAam^am 

MiQaieaex*somertai*nunteraoni 




















NJ PMSA 


Ctf,OUU 


17 Rnn 


10 qnn 


fn n 
7U.U 


2,100 


100 


4,500 


10.300 


99.9 


mwiiiiiu«iMr*wWwn ii l^w rPn^n i 


i*i Ann 


fi 7nn 


e nnn 


(8) 


AAA 

800 


100 


1,700 


4,200 






40,JV/U 


qn nnn 


IS onn 


e4 A 


2,600 


400 


K 200 


1 0 onn 


AO O 


NawYorK, NY PMSA 


300,500 


200,700 


00.700 


34.3 


31.100 


6.300 


A2 700 


72 nnn 


AC A 

20.4 




40.600 


26,500 


12,300 


43.1 


9 fiOO 


200 


fi 90n 


o ann 


QA fi 

33.0 


NArfA}lc*\/lrfllnlfl Rafl^h. 




















^*fiWDArt Newfi VA MSA . 


qp qnn 


oq AAfl 


Q qnn 


An o 
4U.J 


2,900 


200 


5,000 


6,600 


26.4 


Oklahoma Citv OK MSA 




qe qAA 


11 qnn 


09 1 


6,600 


700 


4.600 


5.500 


16.6 


Oritndo PL MSA 


4*i nnn 

10|VUV 


7 700 


A onn 


(8) 


600 


• 


2,000 


4.500 


(B) 


PAniMCfltA PL MSA 


10 200 


7 nnn 


q Ann 


IP) 


700 


• 


1,700 


2.700 


(B) 


PHdADELPHlA^WILMINQTON.TRPNTON 


















PA-NJ*DE*MD CMSA 


00,600 


66,600 


31,200 


45.5 


6.600 


600 


22.200 


23,400 


34.1 


Philadelphia, PA-NJ PMSA 


63,100 


67,200 


25.000 


25 r 


7,500 


700 


on nnn 


40 AAA 


33.3 


Phoenix, A2 MSA 


55,100 


30,400 


16.700 


39.6 


6.700 


600 


4.700 


O.C^O 


24.9 


PiTTSBURQtl-BEAVER VALLEY. PA CMSA 


17,000 


13,100 


3,000 


30.1 


1 ROO 
1 .OV/v 


100 
1 V/v 


3.600 


2.600 


10 0 


PitUburgh, PA PMSA 


16,200 


12,500 


3,700 


30.0 


1.400 


100 


3.500 


2,500 


19.8 


POnTLAND»vANCX)UvER, OR-WA CMSA. . 


56,700 


30,200 


19.500 


49.7 


6,600 


700 


14.000 


13.700 


34.9 


Portland OR PMSA 


R1 700 


q2 Aon 


17 onn 




5.600 


700 


12.600 


12.000 


34.9 






















Rl NECMA 


13.000 


0,000 


4.100 




2,200 


200 


2,600 


2,000 


(B) 


Reno. NV MSA 


10,000 


7,600 


3.100 


iB) 


1.600 


200 


1.600 


1.600 


(B) 


Richmond'Petersburg, VA MSA. 


11,100 


7,400 


3,700 


\0/ 


900 


100 


2,300 


2.600 


(B) 


Rochester, NY MSA 


12,500 


0,400 


3,100 




1.300 


100 


2,500 


1,900 


(B) 


Sacramento, OA MSA 


66,200 


63,700 


22,600 


9fi 2 


6,700 


1,200 


9.100 


15,000 


23.6 


St LOUlfi MO*IL MSA 


OA 200 


ifi Knn 


a onn 


04 O 


2,100 


100 


4.600 


4.000 


21.4 


SAt]rtAt«fiAAAlrtA«MAntArAU PA liCA 


qi inn 


OA onn 


a onn 
o.vQQ 


QO C 

26.0 


3,400 


500 


4,000 


4,000 


16.4 


Sal! LaIcA dtv.nflHAn IJT USA 


44 onn 


00 onn 


a 4 nn 


38.8 


A AAA 

4.800 


300 


6,100 


4,500 


19.9 


Ssn Antorlo MSA 


iA snn 

iO,0UU 


4 0 onn 


A Ann 
4.4UU 


4e A 
OD.O 


1,400 


200 


3.400 


3,100 


257 




176,700 


113,600 


63.000 


55.5 


20,600 


1,300 


33 000 


23 fiOO 

^v,OV/v 


OR 3 


SAN PR ANniSCn.OAkLAN D.SAN JOSP 




















CACMSA 


751,500 


516.500 


235,000 


45.5 


69.500 


10.400 


126.200 


176,000 


34.1 


Oakland, CA PMSA 


206,400 


136 800 


fid fiOO 


soio 


16,900 


2,300 


29,400 


53.000 


36.7 




200,100 


225,700 


79 200 


00 ^ 


26,000 


5,600 


56,200 


53.300 


23.6 


San JOfifi CA PMSA 


lAO Ann 


1 1 q finn 


7fi inn 


A7 A 


19,100 


1.700 


33.300 


56.700 


61.7 


Santa Ro&a>Pata!nma CA PMSA 


1 9 qnn 


o nnn 


o onn 


(B) 


1.400 


100 


700 


2,000 


(B) 


\/AltAio«PalrfU»IH.Niinji CA DUQA 


AC onn 


fiA i9f\n 


4 4 AAA 


^A A 

46.0 


3.300 




2 000 


A AOO 


oa A 


oania sart^ara^santa Maria* 




















LOfflrw* CA MSA 


1 A enn 


1 0 fnn 


o onn 


AA A 

30.3 


1700 


2v'C ' 


2,400 


2,300 


16.3 


Sf ATTLP.TACOMA WA CUQA 


ice 7nn 

i0O,rUU 


1 4 n Rnn 


iiR onn 


^A A 

40.8 


16,300 


2.200 


27.700 


31.100 


28.2 


Seattis, WA PMSA 


124,200 


66.200 


36,000 


40.6 


12.100 


1.900 


22.300 


25.600 


29.2 




31.500 


22,300 


0,200 


41.2 


4.200 


400 


5,300 


5,300 


23.9 




11,600 


6,000 


2,700 


(B) 


1.400 


200 


1.600 


1,500 


(B) 




40,200 


26.500 


13,700 


51.6 


6,000 


900 


6.000 


6.700 


32.6 


Syracuse. NY MSA 


10,000 


7,500 


2.600 


(B) 


1,100 


200 


1,400 


1,600 


(B) 


Tam^-St. Petfartburg^Cleorwater, 


10.100 














12,200 


6,000 


56.1 


1.400 


100 


3.300 


6.600 


45.6 




25,000 


20.600 


5.100 


24.6 


3.500 


700 


1.400 


2^00 


11.4 


Tutaa, OK MSA 


4^.600 


37,900 


7.D00 


20.6 


6,100 


700 


2,000 


2.400 


64 


Viaa!ia>Tutare-Porten/{|le. 




















11.300 


6,500 


2.000 


(B) 


900 


100 


600 


2.100 


(B) 


Washington, DC*MD«VA MSA 


151.200 


C0,500 


61.600 


51.9 


11,900 


1,100 


37.200 


40.900 


41.1 




12,600 


0,600 


3,200 


(B) 


1.700 


100 


3,700 


1.600 


(B) 



• Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero. 

(6) Indicates that 1980 population base was less than 10,000. 
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Table 9B. Annual Estimates of the Other Races Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or More Other 
Races: April 1, 1980 to July 1, 198S--Continuecl 



nnBiropoili«n area 


April 1, 
1980 


July 1, 
1961 


Julvl. 
1962 


July 1, 
1963 




July 1. 
1965 


Percent other races 


4 ABA 

1960 


4 ABC! 

1865 


NEW YORK-NORTHERN NEW JERSEY- 




















429,600 


470.400 


501,300 


534,400 


569.200 


603,600 


9 K 


O A 

3*4 




26,900 


30,900 


33.200 


35,400 


39,500 


42,400 


9 1 

2.1 


0 0 
J.J 


6r}dgeport»$tamford-Norwatk- 




















a Ann 
0,400 


4 A AAA 
10,300 


4 4 SAA 

11.500 


12,000 


13,000 


14,200 


1.0 


1.7 




17,100 


16,600 


20.000 


21,500 


22,900 


24,200 


3.1 




Mlddlesox-Somarsct-Hunterdon, 


















hi{ pUQA 


1 7 Rnn 

1 r ,9UU 


4 Q onn 


04 7AA 

21,700 


OA CAA 

23,900 


26.100 


29.600 


90 

KtU 


0 9 




a 7nn 
0,700 


A AAA 

9,800 


10.800 


11,900 


12.700 


13,600 


1 0 

1 .U 


1 ^ 
1 .0 


KlaaMii.QiiffAlW KJV DUQA 


AA AAA 

3U,UvU 


BAA 


AC AAA 

30,900 


39,100 


41,600 


45.300 


4 4 

1.1 


4 m 

1.7 


New York, NY PMSA 


290.700 


314,700 


331.400 


352.500 


372,300 


390.500 


o c 
3.5 


4.7 


Ntwark, NJ PMSA 


26,600 


31,400 


34.600 


36.100 


36.300 


40.600 


1.5 


2.2 


ttl^t4^\tf %/lpyf]MlA DAAAk 

iMOnoiK'Virainifi DOacn- 


















Nflumort Nfiwi \/A MSA 


90 onn 


9R Knn 


o7 4nn 
2r,iUU 


OQ Ann 
28,400 


AA BAA 

30,600 


OA AAA 

32.300 


2.0 


2.5 


Dklfihf^mfl CAtu OhT UQA 


OO.dUU 


AA onn 


42,900 


^C AAA 

49.000 


46.200 


46.600 


4.1 


4.6 


CrieiviA PI UQA 


7 7nn 


a onn 


4 n nnn 
10.000 


4 A BAA 

10,600 


11.700 


13.000 


1.1 


1.6 


DAnen^Alft tSl 


7 nnn 


*9 Ann 
r,oOU 


a TAA 

D.UOO 


A AAA 

8.300 


9.900 


10,400 


2.4 


3.2 


Mil AnPI PMtA.UUIl UIMf^TOKJ TOPKJTOKJ 


















PA-NJ*DE-MO CMSA 


66,600 


77,300 


63,200 


67 600 


Od dOO 


00 600 

VO|OUU 


1.2 


1.7 


Phlladdtphia, PA-NJ PMSA 


57,200 


64,300 


60 400 


70 SOO 


76 000 


AO IfV) 


4 O 

1.2 


1.7 


Phoenix, A2 MSA 


39,400 


43,300 


45 900 


47 000 


61 900 


ce 4nn 

90. 1UU 


2.6 


3.0 


PITTSBURGH*BEAVER VALLEY, PA CMSA . 


13,100 


14,600 


15.400 


16 100 


16 100 


17 000 

1 r .UUU 


0.5 


0.7 


Pitteburflh, PA PMSA 


12,500 


14,000 


14,700 


15.400 


IfidOO 


16 900 


0.6 


0.6 


PORTLAND-VANCOUVER, OR-WA CMSA. . . 


39,200 


46,200 


50,000 


53,100 


55.600 


66,700 


3.0 


4.3 


Portland OR PMSA 


QA Ann 


4U,OUU 


AA Ann 


AR 7r.n 


^A Ann 

40|0U0 


C4 7AA 

01.700 


3.1 


4.4 




















Rl NECMA 


9,000 


10,100 


11,200 


11.500 


12,400 


19 000 

1 U.VW 


1.0 


1.5 


Reno, NV MSA 


7,600 


6,600 


0.400 


9.900 


10.400 


10 000 


4.0 


5.1 


Richmond-Potereburg, VA MSA 


7,400 


6,200 


9.000 


9,500 


10,100 


11 100 

1 1 , 1 w 


1.0 


1.4 


Rochester. NY MSA . . . , 


9,4C0 


10,300 


11.100 


11,600 


12 100 


19 600 


1.0 


1.3 


Sacranranto, CA MSA 


63,700 


69 000 


73.200 


77 dOO 


61 600 


66 9r)0 


5.6 


6.d 


St Louia MO.IL M^^A 


4 a CAA 

I0,9UU 


90 OAO 


94 A{V\ 


99 At\n 
cc,400 


90 snn 
23,000 


Oil ilAA 

24.400 


0.6 


i.O 


fiallnsQ.QaoMa.LlAntApau fciCA 




07 nnn 


07 aAA 
27.000 


OQ OAA 

20.200 


OA AAA 

28,900 


3^ 100 


6.3 


9.5 


LflkA nitv^nHon tlT UQA 


90 Ann 


oa onn 


Oa OAA 

20.200 


OA ^AA 

28.400 


A A ilAA 

30,400 


31.600 


2.5 


3.1 


Sftn Antnnin Ty MSA 


1 9 9nn 


4 0 onn 
1 J,30U 


4 A OAA 
14.300 


4 C OAA 

19,200 


4B 4 AA 

16.100 


16.500 


1.1 


1.4 




113,600 


130,600 


144.000 


155.200 


165.900 


176.700 


6 1 

O.f 


P 9 


QAf^ PRAfUmOCO OAl^l AKJn QAKJ IHQP 


















CA CMSA 


516 500 


573 600 


61 6 SOO 


661 000 


70d 100 


761 (%00 
r 91 .9UU 


9.6 


12.6 


Oakland, CA PMSA 


136 600 


153 700 


16fl 200 


1 60 000 


4 09 AfV) 


906 dOO 
ftUw.^UU 


7.6 


10.6 




99A 700 


9^9 ftAO 
c^<,DUU 


9RA nnn 

c00,UUU 


97n Ann 
£ r 0,000 


A04 onn 
204,200 


OfiA 4nn 
c88.i00 


15.2 


19.0 


Aan InttA PA PUCA 


4 4 0 AAA 


4 AO AAA 

132,200 


OAfi 

146.200 


4 BA OAA 

160.300 


4 ^A AAA 

173.800 


169,600 


6.6 


13.4 


Canffi DAfia.OafAliima PA PUCA 


A AAA 
O,UU0 


A BAA 

8,600 


4 A AAA 


10,900 


11.500 


12.300 


3.0 


3.6 


UalialA.CalrflalH.Klfina PA DliCA 


<9il QAA 


27,600 


30.100 


31.700 


33,400 


35.600 


7 9 

7.2 


O A 

8.4 


Santa Bartara-Santa Maria- 


















1 /imf\/\A PA LICA 


4 4 7AA 


4 A fiAA 

i3,o00 


4 A BAA 

14.600 


4 e AAA 

15,200 


16,000 


16,500 


4.2 


5.1 


QPATTI P.TAPOMA UUA PMQA 


4 4 A cnn 


4 OA 7AA 

123,700 


4 AO AAA 

133,300 


4 AB AAA 

130i900 


147.100 


155,700 


5.3 


.6.9 




66,200 


99,100 


106.600 


111,000 


117,600 


124,200 


5.5 


7.1 




22,300 


24,700 


26.500 


27.900 


29,500 


31,500 


4.6 


6.0 


Spokane, WA MSA 


6,900 


9,600 


10.100 


10.700 


11,100 


11.600 


2.6 


3.3 




26,500 


29.400 


31.600 


34,400 


37,200 


40.200 


7.6 


9.9 


Syracuse, NY MSA 


7,500 


6.200 


6.500 


9,000 


9.500 


10.000 


1.2 


1.5 


Tamgj^St. Petersburg-Clearwater, 


















12,200 


14,200 


15.400 


16.600 


16,300 


19,100 


0.6 


1.0 




20,600 


22.200 


23,300 


23.700 


24,700 


25.900 


3.9 


4.3 


Tulsa, OK MSA 


37,900 


40.200 


41,600 


42.600 


44.300 


45.600 


5.6 


6.3 


Vfsalia-Tulare-Porterville, 


















CA MSA 


6.500 


6,900 


9,300 


10.100 


10.600 


11,300 


3.4 


4.1 


Washington. DaMD-VA MSA 


99.500 


113,600 


124.000 


132,200 


141.400 


151.200 


3.1 


4.3 


Wtehita. KS MSA 


9,600 


11,500 


12,800 


12.700 


12.400 


12.600 


2.3 


3.0 
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Table lOA. Estimates of ttie Other Races Popiriatldn for Selected Counties: July 1, 19S5| and Components of 
Cfiarige Since leeo 



County 



Maricopa Oounty.AZ 

Pima Oounty.AZ 

Alamoda County, CA 

Contra Costa County. CA . . 

Fresno County. CA 

Lrs Angeles County, CA. . . 

Monterey County, CA 

Orange County. CA 

Sacfamento County, CA . . . 
San Bernardino County. CA 
San Diego County. CA . . . . 

San Francisco County. CA . 
San Joaquin County. CA. . . 
San Mateo County. CA... . 
Santa Otara County, CA ... 

Ventura County, CA 

Honolulu County, HI 

Cook County, IL 

Montgomeiy County. MD . . 

Wayne County. Ml 

Hennepin County, MN 

Bergen County^NJ 

Bronx County. NY 

Kings County, NY 

NewYoiK County, NY 

Queens County, NY 

Oklahoma Comty. OK ... . 
Phllarelpnia County, PA . . . 

DaHas County. TX 

Harris County. TX 

King County. WA 

Fierce County. WA 



Julyl. 


April 1, 
1980 


Cliange 


1980-85 


Components of chango 


Number 


Percent 


Blrtrts 


Deaths 


Net migration 


international 


Total 


Percent 


55.100 


39.400 


15.700 


39.8 


8.700 


600 


4,700 


9.800 


24.9 


25.900 


20.800 


5.100 


24.6 


3,500 


700 


1.400 


ZW 


11.4 


147.400 


99.400 


48.000 


48.2 


13.600 


1.800 


23,300 


30.200 


36.4 


69.000 


37,400 


21.600 


57.S 


8,300 


500 


6.200 


16.800 


45.0 


32.800 


21.700 


11,100 


61.1 


4,300 


500 


2.900 


7.300 


33.7 


760.500 


619.800 


240.700 


46.3 


64.^ 


8.000 


lOtf.r uu 




09.7 


31,100 


24.200 


6.900 


28.5 


3.400 


500 


4.000 


4.000 


16.4 


191.400 


112.100 


79.300 


70.7 


17,600 


1 son 


41,200 


62,900 


56.1 


71.700 


52.000 


19.700 


37.9 


7,500 


1.100 


7.700 


13.300 


25.5 


47,000 


29,600 


17.500 


59.4 


5.300 


300 


5,200 


12.500 


42.3 


176.700 


113.600 


63,000 


65.5 


20.800 


1.300 


33.000 


43.500 


36.3 


197.600 


154.700 


42,800 


27.7 


18.100 


4.600 


42,000 


31.600 


20.4 


40.200 


26.500 


13.700 


61.8 


6.000 


900 


5.000 


6,700 


32.6 


91.000 


63.100 


27,900 


44.2 


9.200 


1.000 


14.200 


19.700 


31.2 


169.600 


113,600 


76.100 


67.0 


19,100 


1,700 


33.300 


56,700 


51.7 


34.000 


21,900 


12.000 


54.9 


3.200 


200 


3.600 


9.000 


40.9 


639,000 


473.200 


65.800 


13.9 


62.900 


13,700 


34.000 


26.600 


5.6 


176,100 


129,700 


46,400 


35.7 


14.000 


1.400 


46,100 


33.600 


26.0 


41.100 


26.200 


14.900 


57.0 


3,000 


300 


8.300 


12.300 


46.8 


27,100 


24,700 


2.400 


9.5 


2,400 


300 


5,600 


200 


0.9 


JJ.OUU 


£k eoo 


10,700 


46.9 


4.900 




6.100 


6.200 


27.4 


34.900 


21,500 


13.400 


62.2 


2.500 


200 


7.300 


11.100 


51.6 


26.800 


21.200 


6.60C 


26.3 


3.000 


300 


5.800 


2,900 


13.4 


66.600 


52,600 


16.CO0 


30.4 


6.400 


900 


13.800 


10.500 


19.9 


99.100 


61.500 


17.f00 


21.6 


6.300 


2.400 


21,600 


13.600 


16.9 


147,900 


104,300 


43.'J00 


41.6 


laooo 


1.300 


33.800 


32.900 


31.6 


29.700 


21.800 


7,900 


36.3 


4.500 


500 


3.900 


3.900 


17.9 


32.900 


23.400 


'i.400 


40.3 


3,400 


400 


10.200 


6.400 


27.1 


46.200 


24.600 


21.300 


65.8 


4.800 


300 


9.400 


16.600 


67.8 


10S.60U 


57,200 


48.300 


64.3 


11.300 


700 


29.700 


37.6C0 


65.7 


107.100 


77.300 


29.800 


38.6 


10.300 


1,700 


20.100 


21.200 


27.5 


31.500 


22,300 


9.200 


41.2 


4,200 


400 


5,300 


5.300 


23.9 
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v^i OTHER RACES 



Table 10B. Annual Ettimates of tha Other Racea Population for Selected Countlea: April 1, 1980 
to July 1,1985 



County 


AprlH, 
1980 


Julvl. 
1981 




July 1, 
1983 


July 1, 
1§84 


Jufv 1. 


Perc'ant other races 


1UOU 




Maricopa County, AZ 


39,400 


43.300 


45.900 


47.900 


51.200 


55.100 


26 


3.0 


Pima County, AZ 


20.600 


22.200 


23.300 


23.700 


24.700 


25.900 


3.0 


4.3 


Alameda County, CA 


99.400 


110,100 


119.600 


128.300 


137.600 


147.400 


9.0 


12.1 




37.400 


43.600 


48.600 


52.000 


55.200 


59.000 


5.7 


fi 1 


Freano County, CA 


21.700 


23.300 


24.900 


27.600 


29.900 


32.600 


4.2 


6,6 


Los Angeles County, CA 


619.600 


677.600 


625,800 


669,300 


713,200 


760,500 


7.0 


9.2 


Monterey County, CA 


24.200 


27.000 


27.600 


28,200 


29.900 


31.100 


8.3 


9.5 




112,100 


135.500 


152.100 


164.200 


177.200 


191.400 


5.8 


8.9 




62.000 


56.100 


60.000 


63.900 


67.500 


71.700 


6.6 


8.0 


San Bernardino County, CA 


29.500 


33.500 


38.000 


40.600 


43.900 


47,000 


3.3 


4.4 


Oar r^A/iM ^V^lmHJ ^A 


1 1Q CAn 

1 IdtOvv 


1 jU.OOO 


144.000 


1 0D.ZOO 


fie AAA 

165,800 


176.700 


6.1 


8.2 




154.700 


164,600 


171.600 


180.700 


188.000 


197.600 


22.8 


27.4 




26.500 


29,400 


31.600 


34,400 


37.200 


40.200 


7.6 


0 0 


San Mateo County. CA 


63,100 


69,300 


74.900 


80.200 


85.800 


91,000 


10.7 


14.6 




113,600 


132,200 


146.200 


160.300 


173.900 


189.600 


8.8 


13.4 




21.900 


24.700 


26.800 


29.100 


31.600 


34.000 


4.1 


5.6 




473.200 


489,100 


600.900 


615.700 


527,400 


539.000 


62.1 


64.4 




129.700 


141.500 


150.200 


156.700 


168.200 


176.100 


2.6 


3.3 


Montgomery County, MD 


26.200 


30.000 


32.300 


34.700 


37,600 


41.100 


4.6 


6.4 


Wayne County, Ml 


24.700 


25.200 


25.400 


25.600 


26.300 


27.100 


1.1 


1.2 




22.600 


26.200 


27.7(K) 


29.600 


31,500 


33.500 


2.4 


3.4 




21.500 


24.900 


26.700 


28.700 


32.300 


34.900 


2.6 


4.2 




21.200 


22.600 


23.600 


24.900 


25.500 


26.800 


1.8 


2.3 




52.600 


67.000 


59.400 


62.300 


66.700 


68.600 


2.4 


3.1 




61.500 


65.000 


68,200 


92,200 


95.500 


99.100 


5.7 


6.7 




104.300 


115.000 


122.800 


132.100 


140,700 


147,900 


5.5 


7.7 




21.600 


24.500 


27.000 


28.700 


29.500 


29.700 


3.8 


4.6 




23.400 


26.300 


28.500 


29.500 


32.000 


32.900 


1.4 


2.0 




24.600 


30.000 


33,300 


37.500 


41,500 


46.200 


1.6 


2.6 




57.200 


73.700 


68.300 


95.200 


100,000 


105,500 


2.4 


3.9 


King County, WA 


77.300 


86.600 


93,100 


96.600 


101,600 


107,100 


6.1 


7.9 




22,300 


24,700 


26.600 


27.900 


29,500 


31.500 


4.6 


6.0 



'A 
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Figure 3. Hispanic as a Proportion of Total Slate Population: 1985 




Chapter 6. Trends in the Hispanic Population . 1S80 to 19S5 



NATIONAL 

The resident Hispanic population In the United States 
Inc-easedfrom 14.3 million in 1980^ to an estimated 17.5 
million by July 1, 1985. This 3.2 mlilic^n numerical gain is 
equivalent to a five-year growth rat& of 22.9 percent, four 
times the r&te of Increase experienced by the total U.S. 
population. Hispanics accounted for ono-querter of the 
nation's population gain from 1980 to 1985, yet they made 
up only 6.3 percent of the U. 8. population In 1980. By 
1985, Hispanics had Increased their share of the U. S. 
population to 7.3 percent. 

A number of factors contribute to the rapid Hispanic 
population increase. First, there is substantial international 
migration. This component Is estimated to be 1.4 million^ 
for the five-year period ending In 1985. International migra- 
tion, alone. Is sufficient to increase the 1980 Hispanic 
population by ten percent. Secondly, the Hispanic popula- 
tion Is characterized by relatively high fertility rates. These 
two factors have led to a young age distribution that Is also 
conducive to low crude death rates. Tho combined effect 
of high birth rates and low death rates csiises the rate of 
natural increase of Hispanics to be well above the level for 
the total and Black populations. (See tabi^n S.) 

The crude birth rate among Hispanics .'s only slightly 
higher than the Black crude birth rate, bit 50 percent 
higher than the birth rate for the total population. The crude 
death rate among Hispanics is only one-half that of both 
the total and Black populations. Consequently, the rate of 
natural Increase among Hispanics is ;wo and one-half 
times that of the total population and one and one-half 
times the natural Increase rate for Blacks. When the effect 
of International migration is added on to the natural 
Increase rates, the difference in estimated rate of popula- 
tion change widens even more. 

Regions and States 

Between 1 980 and 1 985, the Hispanic population increased 
by over 25.4 percent in the South and West, but only by 
15.8 percent in the Northeast and Midwest (tabie 11). 



^As discussed In chapter 2, this figure differs from the 1980 censuj 
count of 14.6 million Hispanics because of modifications made princlpaiiy 
to correct for reporting errors. Reporting errors are more prevalent In 
areas with few Hispanics, so that the net reduction in the ifiBO Hispanic 
count Is concentrated In States with small Hispanic populations. Ail of the 
estimates presented In this report are consistent with an initial 1980 
Hispanic population of 14.3 million. 

The 1.4 miliion international migration estimate for Hispanics con< 
tains an al'owanee for undocumented alien arrivals since 1980. Undoc- 
umented atiens account for about one-half of the total Hispanic immigra- 
tion sinct 1980. ^ 
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Table S. Hates of Population Change for the Total, 
Black, and Hispanic Populations of the 
United States: 1980 to 1985 

(Numbers are in thousands) 



' Total 


Black 


Hispanic 




238,740 


28,902 


17,516 




226,547 


26,698 


14,251 


« ircent Qrowth, 198U-85 


5.4 


8.3 


22.8 


Births, 1980-85 


19,219 


3,094 


1,918 


Average Annual Births 


3,661 


589 


365 


Crude Qlfth Rate* 


15.7 


21.2 


22.9 




10,555 


1,211 


341 


Average Annual Deaths 


2,010 


231 


65 




8.6 


8.3 


4.1 


Natural incraase, ib&0-8u 


8,664 


1,883 


1,577 


Average Annu&l Natural Increase 


1,651 


358 


3'JO 


Crude Rate of Natural ' "ease* . 


7.1 


12.9 


13.9 


Net Immigration, 1980-85 


3,529 


321 


1,688 


Average Annual Not Immigration 
Crude "Rate" of Net immigration' 


672 


61 


322 


2.9 


2.2 


20.2 



*Rates are per 1,000 mid-period population. 



This ten percentag ) point difference in Hispanic growth 
rates paiaiiels the regional differences observed for the 
total population of the U.S. over this time span. However, 
the differences in regional growth rates among Hispanics 
cannot be expressed in familiar Sunbelt-Frostbeit terms 
because international migration, not internal migration, is 
the princip&l driving force of the growth. 

in 1985, California's Spanish origin population num- 
bered 5.9 miliion, accounting for one-third of all the His- 
panics living in the United States. Th>? estimated 5.9 miliion 
Hispanic population in California exceeds the total popu- 
lation in 38 States. Texas, with 3.7 million Hispanics In 
1985, ranked second among States in Hispanic popula- 
tion. Together, California and Texas contain almost 55 
percent of the Hispanics in *he country. New York's 
Hispanic population is approaching 2 million, and Florida 
has become the fourth State with a Spanish origin popu- 
lation exceeding one million. The nine States appearing in 
table T contain 67.6 percent of the nation's Hispanic 
population in 1985, up slightly from 87.1 percent In 1980. 

California's Hispanic population Is estimated to have 
increased by over 1.3 million persons (29.4 percent) 
between 1980 and 1965. Texas registered an increase of 
nearly 700,000 persons (23.1 percent) over the same time 
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Table T. States with 1985 Hispanic Population 
Exceeding 200,000 



(Numbers are In thousands) 



Rank 


State 


Population 


Percent 
change 


Proportion 
Hispanic 


1985 


1980 


1980 


198S 


1 


California 


S,873 


4,537 


29.4 


19,2 


22.1 


'i 




3,690 


2,996 


23.1 


21.1 


22.8 


3 


Now York 


1,879 


1,653 


13.7 


9.4 


10.6 


4 


Florida 


1,102 


851 


29.5 


8.7 


9.8 


5 


Illinois 


755 


617 


22.4 


5.4 


6.5 


6 


New Jersey . . . 


573 


486 


18.0 


6.6 


7.6 


7 


New Mexico . . 


551 


482 


14.2 


37.0 


37.8 


8 


Arizona 


533 


447 


19.3 


16.4 


16.8 


9 


Colorado 


383 


341 


12.S 


11.8 


11.9 



span. More than 60 percent of the estimated national 
increase in the Spanish origin population between 1980 
and 1985 occurred in those two States. Florida's estimated 
numerical increase was 250,000, but its rate of increase 
(29.5 percent) was about the same as that registered by 
California. One-third of Florida's increase is directly attrib- 
utable to a single incident—the Mariel boatlift in the spring 
of 1980 added about 75,000 persons to Florida's Hispanic 
population. Most annual estimates of population contained 
in this report form a smooth progression, but one-half of 
Florida's 1980-85 Hispanic increase took place between 
1980 and 1981. 

Virginia had the greatest estimated rate of Hispanic 
increase between 1980 and 1985 (37.5 percent), but its 
numerical increase was small (table 11).^ The His- 
panic population in Virginia was estimated to be t jO as 
compared with 63,000 in 1980. The relatively low Hispanic 
growth in Ohio, Indiana, and Michigan suggest that the 
recent economic downturn in these States may affect 
growth rates for all ethnic and racial groups. 

Every State is estimated to have had an increase in the 
proportion Hisr«inic between 1980 and 1985. Hispanics 
accounted for <22.i percent of California's population in 
198ti. an i icrdai^e of nearly 3 percentage points since 
1980. Five other . tates, all appearing in text table T, had 
irioreases ranging from one to two percentage points. 



Metropolitan-Nonmetropolitan Differences 

Almost 90 percent of the Hispanic population (15.7 
million) lived in metropolitan areas in 1985, while only 
three-quarters of the total population resided in .Tietropol- 
itan areas. The estimated five-year rate of growth for 



'Not only Is the international migration component developed from a 
continuation of recent trends (chapter 5, footnote 4), but birth statistics for 
Hispanic women are currently available for only 24 States. In addition, 
there is no single source for mortality data. As a result, the estimated 
1980-85 population change for many areas is based on data that are not 
specific to the area. A more complete discussion of the methodology is 
presented in Chapter 2. 



Hispanics in metropolitan areas was 23,7 percent, as 
opposed to a still substantial 16.2 percent in nonmetropol- 
itan areas (tables 12 and 13). One-third of the Hispanics 
living in nonmetropolitan areas (655,000) resided in Texas 
in 1985. Another one-third lived in the four remaining 
Southwestern States of Arizona, California, Colorado, and 
New Mexico. 



Individual Metropolitan Areas 

Over one-half of the Hispanic population in 1985 (9.5 
million per&ons) lived in seven metropolitan areas ( table 
U), Los Angeles* had by far the largest concentration of 
Hispanics, 3.7 million, followed by New Yorit with 2.3 
million. Miami, with an estimated 815,000 persons of 
Hispanic origin in 1985, is third and is closely followed by 
San Francisco (775,000) and Chicago (757,000). There 
are a total of 13 metropolitan areas with 200 thousand or 
more Hispanics in 1985, an increase of one from 1980. 

Los Angeles' estimated 894,000 Hispanic population 
increase between 1980 and 1985 is greater than the total 
1985 Hispanic population in any other metropolitan area 
except New York. Moreover, the estimated international 
migration component for Los Angeles of 463,000 for 
1980-85 is in itself larger than the total 1985 Hispanic 
population in all but 6 other metropolitan areas. At the 
beginning of this decade, metropolitan New York's His- 
panic population was 700,000 less than Los Angeles', but 
by 1985 the difference had doubled to 1.3 million. Los 
Angeles' estimated Hispanic rate of increase (32.3 per- 
cent) for 1980-85 is more than twice metropolitan New 
York's 14.7 percent rate of Hispanic increase. The first six 
metropolitan areas listed in table U had Hispanic 

Table U. Metropolitan Areas with 1985 Hispanic 
Population Exceeding 200,000 



(Numbers are in thousands) 



Rank 


Metropolitan Area 


Population 


Percent 
Change 


Proportion 
Hispanic 


1985 


1980 


1980 


1986 


1 


Los Angeles CMSA . . . 


3,660 


2,766 


32.3 


24.1 


28.3 


2 


New York CMSA 


2,346 


2,045 


14.7 


11.7 


13.2 


3 


Miami CMSA 


815 


627 


30.0 


23.7 


28.3 


4 


San Francisco CMSA. 


775 


649 


19.4 


12.1 


13.2 


5 


Chicago CMSA 


7S7 


620 


22.2 


7.6 


9.4 


6 




595 


446 


33.3 


14.4 


16.7 


7 


San Antonio MSA 


568 


485 


16.9 


45,3 


46,5 


8 


El Paso MSA 


360 


300 


20.0 


62.5 


67.5 


9 


San Diego MSA 


358 




30.7 


14.7 


16.6 


10 


Dallas CMSA 


346 




40.5 


8.4 


9.9 


•?1 


McAllen TX MSA 


281 


.2 


21.0 


81.9 


82.9 


12 


Phoenix MSA 


250 


200 


24.9 


13.3 


13.8 


13 




203 


173 


17.1 


10.7 


11.1 



^See Chapter 4, fcotnote (1)* for the convention used In naming 
metropolitan areas in this discussion. 
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increases of at least 100,000 for the 1980-65 period, and 
the estimated growth in metropolitan Dallas was virtually at 
that level. 

Every one of the metropolitan areas with an estimated 
population of more than 10,000 HIspanics appearing in 
table 14 had an estimated Increase In its Spanish origin 
population from 1980 to 1985. Moreover, most of these 
areas had rates of Hispanic growth exceeding 10 percent. 
By way of comparison, the U.S. rate of growth between 
1980 and 1985 was only 5.4 percent. Detroit, Cleveland, 
Colorado Springs, Pueblo, and Santa Fe are the only 
metropolitan areas containing 25,000 HIspanics In 1980 
that failed to Increase their Spanish origin population by at 
least 10 percent. Only three metropolitan areas (Colorado 
Springs, CO; Santa Fe, NM; and Naples, FL) appearing In 
table 14 had a smaller Hispanic share of the total popula- 
tion in 1985 than 1980. 

Metropolitan areas witli the greatest Hispanic propor- 
tions are concentrated in the Southwest. There are 37 
metropolitan areas within the five State Southwestern area 
that were more than 10 perpent Hispanic In 1985, and six 
of them had a majority Hispanic population. The six are: 
Laredo, TX"— 97.9 percent Hispanic; McAllen, TX— 82.9 
percent; Brownsville, TX— 81 .0 percent; El Paso, TX— 67.5 
percent; Las Cruces, NM— 56.5 percent; and Corpus Christi, 
TX— 50.5 percent. Outside of the Southwest, the Hispanic 
proportions tend to be much smaller. In the remainder of 
the nation, the only metropolitan areas estimated to be 10 
percent or more Hispanic were Miami (28.3 percent). New 
York (13.2 percent), and the much smaller YaWma, WA 
(17.3 percent). 



'The estimates for HIspanics in this report wore developed indepen- 
dently from the estimates for the total population. As a final step, it was 
necessary to adjust the Individual estimates upward by 2 percent to agree 
with the independently-derived estimated change 'n the Spanish origin 
population for the nation. As a result, the Hispanic proportions for 1985 
may be overstated In the heavily Hispanic areas. This is especially true for 
Laredo, where a more accurate estimate of the proportion Hispanic in 
1985 would be 95 percent 



Counties 

Table 15 presents estimates for 59 metropolitan coun- 
ties with more than 40,000 HIspanics in 1985. Los Angeles 
County, the nation's most populous county with nearly 
eight million total Inhabitants, contains more HIspanics (2.7 
million in 1985) than any State except Texas and, of 
course, California. The estimated five-year Hispanic popu- 
lation increase in Los Angeles County (666,000) Is more 
than the total 1985 Hispanic population in any other county 
except Dade County (Miami), FL, whose estimated His- 
panic population In 1985 was 758,000. 

Broward County, FL, which is adjacent to Miami, led all 
counties appearing In table 15 in rate of Hispanic growth. 
Broward's Hispanic population increased by an estimated 
47.4 percent with net migration accounting for more than 
8C percent of that increase. Tarrant County (Ft, Worth), TX 
had the second-highest rate of Hispanic growth, (40.2 
percent), but Tarrant County was not nearly as dependent 
on net migration for Its growth. 

There are 17 counties with a Hispanic population In 
excess of 40,000 where HIspanics make up more than 
one-fourth of the county, and 13 of these were in the five 
Southwestern States. Of the four counties outside those 
States, three are part of the greater New York metropolitan 
area: Bronx County, NY (38.1 percent); Hudson County 
(Jersey City), NJ (30.0 percent); and New York County 
(Manhattan), NY (25.6 percent). The fourth, and the county 
with the greatest Hispanic proportion outside of the South- 
west, was Dade County (Miami), FL where 43.0 percent of 
the 1985 population was Hispanic. 

There are five counties appearing in table 15 whose 
Hispanic population did not increase by at least 10 percent 
between 1980 and 1985. The five are Lake County (Gary), 
IN (2.5 percent); Pueblo County, CO (4.4 percent); Wayne 
County (Detroit), Ml (5.1 percent); Kings County (Brooklyn), 
NY (9.9 percent); and San Francisco County, CA (9.9 
percent). The first three were the only counties with 
estimated Hispanic outmigration (i.e., in these counties, 
the estimated Hispanic international migratioo was not 
sufficient to offset estimated domestic outmigration). 
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Table 11 A. fftlmates of the Hispanic Population for States: July 1, 1985. and Components of Change 
since 1980 



Region, division, and State 



Julyl. 
1985 



April 1, 
1980 



ChanQO. 1980*85 



Numt)er 



Percent 



Components of change 



Births 



Net migration 



Deaths 


International 


Tota 


Percent 


341.000 


1,364.700 


1,668,600 


11.9 


60,500 


206,000 


14^.200 


5.6 


20,300 


108.500 


65,700 


5.6 


121,600 


AAA 4 #% A 

362,400 


590,900 


13.6 




Ann 

687,600 


684,000 


14.2 


4,100 


16,900 


16.700 


6.6 


• 


100 


300 


(B) 


• 


300 


1.000 


<B) 




100 


600 


(B) 


2,000 


10,400 


10.600 


66 


200 


n Ann 
2,400 


2,900 


'i9.5 


4 Of\f\ 

i,dOO 


3,600 


3.100 


£.5 


56.400 


169.100 


129.500 


5.7 


43.100 


139.200 


61,500 


4.9 


lO.rOO 


45,900 


42,700 


8.6 


2,500 


4.000 


6.400 


3.9 


17 400 


inn nnn 


So,2U0 


5.9 






-1 nnn 
*1.UUU 


•1.0 


1,300 


0 Qnn 

K,0WW 


1 finn 


-2.3 


11 900 


A7 Ann 

Or ,OvU 


01,DuO 


10.0 




JiDww 


•^,100 


•1.5 


700 
r WW 


J,JUU 


4 cnn 

1,000 


2.6 


2,900 


6,600 


7.400 


4.0 


www 


1 , r uu 


n ann 


9.4 




1,0UU 


Ann 
400 


1.9 


Oww 


1 Ann 


1 7nn 

1,7 UU 


A n 

4.2 




inn 


onn 
•jUU 






100 


•300 


(8) 


400 


• 




0.0 


1,100 


2,500 


3.200 


5.3 


700 


1 M 9nn 


OKO Qnn 


23.3 


100 

1 WW 


Qnn 


Ann 
QUO 


(8) 


1,000 


6,200 


9,700 


17.6 


500 


3.700 


600 


5.3 


900 


7,600 


15,000 


23.7 


4 nn 

100 


100 


400 


(B) 


300 


1,600 


3.600 


11.7 


200 


700 


1.000 


5.6 


600 


2.600 


6,300 


16.6 


fi o Ann 

36,800 


1 60,400 


215,500 


25.3 


Ann 


9 nnn 


0 mn 


5.0 


100 


500 


.600 


•4.4 


100 


700 


1,400 


6.6 


200 


400 


2,200 


15.2 


200 


400 


100 


1.3 


7R mn 


107 mn 


00^ onn 


10.7 


100 


mn 


1 AFtf\ 
1.4UU 


4 O A 
12.0 


2.400 


6.200 


6.500 


10.4 


4 nnn 
1.UUU 


3,300 


9,900 


16.3 


74,700 


167.500 


315.100 


10.5 


35,400 


46,400 


00.200 


6.2 


100 






(B) 


600 


3.200 


1.600 


5.0 


500 


500 


•400 


•1.7 


7.600 


8,100 


11,500 


3.4 


14,200 


6.600 


27,600 


5.6 


10,300 


19,400 


33,800 


7.6 


900 


2.500 


4.100 


6.9 


1,300 


5.600 


11.300 


21.2 


103,300 


639.400 


793,600 


16.6 


1,600 


9,100 


12.100 


10.5 


900 


4.700 


6.000 


9.7 


99.300 


624.600 


772.600 


17.0 


100 


400 


1,600 


(B) 


1.400 


500 


1.400 


2.3 



United States . 



Northeast 
Midwest. . 
South . . . 
West.... 



New England . 

Maine 

New Hampshire. . . 

Vermont 

Massachusetts . . . 

Rhode Island 

Connecticut 



Middio Atlantic . 

New York 

New Jersey 

Pennsylvania 



East North Central . 

Ohio 

Indiana 

Illinois 

Michigan , . 

Wisconsin 



West North Central 

Minnesota 

Iowa 

Missouri. 

North Dakota 

South Dakota 

Nebraska , 

Kansas 



South Atlantic. . 

Delaware 

Maryland ... . . 

District of Columbia. 

Virginia 

West Virginia 

North Carolina. . . . . 

South Carolina 

Georgia , 

Florida 



EPSt South Central. 

Kentucky. 

Tennessee 

Alabama 

Mississippi 



West South Central , 

Arkansas 

Louisiana , 

Oklahoma , 

Texas 



Mountain 

Montana 

Idaho. 

Wyoming 

Colorado 

New Mexico . , 

Arizona 

Utah 

Nevada 



Pacific . 
Washington. 

Oregon 

California. . . 
Alaska... . 
Hawaii 



17.516,700 

2.937.300 
1,381,200 
5,337.300 
7,681,000 

326.600 
4.400 
5.700 
3,700 

154.100 
19.700 

139.200 

2,610.400 
1,676.600 
573.200 
156,500 

U66.600 
107.700 

62,600 
754,900 
155.200 

66.300 

214.500 
33.500 
25.600 
46.300 
3,400 
3.700 
29,900 
69.900 

1,403.500 
10.000 
71.400 
16.200 
67,000 
7.900 
36,900 
20.100 
47.700 

1,102,100 

62.500 
14.300 
16.200 
16.300 
11.700 

3.671,300 
13,500 
96,400 
69.600 

3.669,600 

1,666.700 
10.600 
41.600 
26.500 
383,500 
550,600 
533.200 
70.600 
69,700 

6.174.400 
142.000 
76.000 

5,672,500 
11.500 
72.300 



14,251,000 

. 2.549,400 
1.179,900 
4,263,400 
6,236.200 

273.500 
3,700 
4.200 
2.700 

126.700 
14.900 

121,300 

2,275.600 
1,653,100 
465,600 
137.200 

993.300 
99.600 
76.100 
616,700 
141.000 
57.900 

166,700 
27,600 
22.7CS 
41,700 
3.200 
3.500 
27.000 
60,900 

1,086.300 
6,400 
54.600 
15,600 
63,300 
6.900 
31.100 
16.900 
36,200 
651,100 

54.600 
13,500 
15,600 
14,300 
11,000 

3.142,500 
10,700 
61,700 
54.000 

2,996,000 

1,451,600 
9,200 
36.200 
24.200 
341.000 
462.100 
447,000 
56.900 
53.300 

4.766.400 
116,000 
62.500 
4,537,100 
6.600 
62,300 



3,265.800 

387,900 
201,200 
1,053,900 
1,622,600 

53.300 
700 
1,500 
900 
27,400 
4.800 
17,900 

334,600 
225.700 
67.600 
21.300 

173.400 
6.000 
4.500 

136.200 
14.200 
6,500 

27.600 
5.900 
3,100 i 
6.600 
100 
200 
2,900 
9.000 

317,200 
1.600 
16,600 
2.600 
23.700 
1,100 
7,600 
3.200 
9,600 

261,000 

7,600 
600 
2,400 
4,000 
600 

726,6uC^ 
2.600 
16.600 
15.600 

693,600 

234.600 
1.600 
5.600 
2.300 
42,500 
66.500 
66.200 
11.700 
16.500 

1,368.000 
26.100 
13.600 

1.335.400 
2.900 
10.000 



22.9 

15.2 
17.1 
24.6 
26.0 

19.5 
<B) 
(B) 
(B) 
21.7 
32.0 
14.6 

14.7 
13.7 
16.0 
15.5 

17.6 
6.0 
5.6 
22.4 
10.1 
14.7 

14.9 
21.6 
13.6 
15.8 
(B) 
(B) 
10.6 
14.6 

29.i? 

vw) 
30.2 
16.6 
37.5 

(B) 
2E.1 
16.6 
25.1 
29.5 

14.3 
6.2 
16.0 
27.7 
5.8 

23.2 
26.3 
20.3 
29.3 
23.1 

16.2 

(B) 
15.4 

9.3 
12.5 
14.2 
19.3 
19.9 
31.0 

290 
22.5 
21.7 
29.^ 
(B) 
16.0 



• Represents zero or a nunriber which rounds to zero. 

(B) Indicates that 1860 population base was less than 10,000. 



1,916,000 

300.200 
155,600 
564,600 
677,500 

36,800 
400 
600 
400 

16.700 
2,100 

16.700 

261,400 
167,400 
55,600 
16.500 

132,500 
10.600 
7.600 
67,600 
16.900 
7.700 

23.300 
3,700 
2,900 
5,600 
400 
500 
3.300 
6,900 

107.000 
1.100 
7.900 
2.300 
9.700 
600 
4,500 
2.300 
3,600 
74,500 

5,300 
1.600 
1,200 
1,900 
700 

472.200 
1.500 
10.500 
7.000 
453.200 

160,000 
1.300 
4,300 
3.100 
38,700 
54,900 
62.700 
6<500 
6.500 

697.500 
15.600 
8,400 
662.200 
1.400 
10.000 
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Table 11B. Annual Estimates of the Hispanic Population for States: April 1, 1900 to July 1. 1985 



Reflion, division, and State 


April 1, 
1980 


July 1. 
1981 


Juiv 1, 
1982 


Jutvl, 
1983 


July 1, 
1984 


Juiy 1, 
1985 


Percent Hispanic 


1Q80 


1985 




14,251,000 


15.093.800 


16.695.200 


aA AA^ AAA 

18.294.900 


A A a% A A A A A 

16.900,100 


d Ctftf ••AA 

17.616.700 


A O 
O.J 


7 1 




2.549.400 


2.647.800 


2,710.000 


2.782,300 


2,862.600 


2.937,300 


5.2 


5.9 




1.179.900 


1.227.200 


1.259.400 


1.292.100 


1,338.700 


1.381,200 


2.0 


2.3 




4.283.400 


4,606.700 


4.609.400 


4.993.900 


6.158.700 


5,337,300 


57 


6.5 






#^ inn 


A 01 A ^nn 


7 226 sno 


7 5d0 100 


7 881 000 


14.4 


16.3 




273.500 


286.100 


295,500 


304.800 


315,900 


326,600 


2.2 


2.6 




3.700 


3.7C0 


3.900 


4.000 


4.100 


4.400 


(B) 


(B) 




4.200 


4.500 


4.700 


5.000 


5.400 


5.700 


(B) 


/At 

(B) 




2.700 


3.000 


3.100 


3.200 


3.500 


3.700 


(B) 


(B) 


Mamchusotta 


126.700 


133.300 


138,300 


143.100 


148.600 


154.100 


2.2 


2.6 






iA inn 

10,1 w 


17 inn 

1 r .1UU 


17 onn 


18 dOO 


Id 700 


1.6 


2.0 




121.300 


125.500 


128.400 


131,500 


135.500 


139.200 


3.9 


4.4 




2.275.800 


2,361,800 


2,414.500 


2.477.600 


2.546.700 


2.610.400 


6.2 


7.0 




1,653.100 


1.706,600 


1,742.400 


1.788,000 


1,836.200 


1,876.800 


9^4 


io!6 




465.600 


513.000 


526.500 


539.600 


655.900 


573.200 


6.6 


7.6 




137.200 


142.100 


145.600 


149,900 


154.600 


158,500 


A A 

1.2 


4 O 

1.3 




993.300 


1.034.000 


1,061.200 


4 AfiA fiAA 

1,069.600 


4 4 OA «nA 


4 4AA AAA 


2.4 


2 fl 


Ohio 


99.600 


101,700 


102.500 


104.100 


105.800 


107,700 


0.9 


1.0 




78.100 


79.000 


80,000 


80.300 


81.500 


82.600 


1 4 


l!5 




616.700 


651.100 


874.200 


896.600 


727.600 


754.900 


S 4 






141.000 


142.700 


143.700 


148.600 


150.700 


155.200 


1.5 


1 7 




57.900 


59.600 


60.900 


62.100 


64.500 


66,300 


12 


1 4 




186,700 


193.200 


f^n Ann 

1S8,200 


4AA 9AA 


ZOo.OOU 


^AA CAA 


1.1 


1.2 




27.600 


29.100 


30,300 


OA tnn 


04 onn 


QO CAA 


0.7 


O.B 




22,700 


tSf\ AAA 

23.600 


24.100 


24,900 


ne CAn 


AC QAA 


n A 


n fi 




41.700 


43.100 


43,700 


A A O AA 

44.600 


A'f AAA 


Atk. onn 


n A 

u.o 


1 0 




3,200 


3.300 


3,600 


4 *9AA 

3,700 


O CAA 


o iinn 
0.4UU 








3.500 


3,400 


3.600 


3,500 


3.400 


3.700 








27.000 


28.100 


28.900 


29,400 


29,500 


29,900 


1.7 


1.9 




60.900 


62,500 


64.000 


65,700 


67.800 


69.900 


2.6 


2.9 




1,086.300 


1(227.500 


1 .269,400 


A A A ^ AAA 

1.314.000 


4 OCC AAA 

1,355,000 


4 ^AO CAA 

1,4 03,900 


2 Q 


O.w 




8.400 


6.500 


8.600 


9.200 


A i^AA 
8.OU0 


A A AAA 

lU.UUU 


1 6, 


1 A 




54.800 


58.800 


61.300 


64.600 


68.200 


71,400 


1 '\ 

1 .0 


1 A 

1 -D 




15.600 


16.300 


18.800 


17.200 


17.300 


18.200 


2.5 


2.9 




63,300 


69.000 


73,800 


77.700 


82,500 


87,000 


1.2 


1.5 




6.900 


7.000 


7.300 


7.700 


7,900 


7.900 


(B) 


(B) 


North Carolina 


31.100 


32.100 


33,100 


34.400 


37.200 


38.900 


0.5 


0.6 




16.900 


18.400 


18.900 


19.400 


19,900 


20.100 


0.5 


0.6 






OQ AAA 
O9,O00 




7nn 


AA onn 

*t*t, 9UU 


Al 7on 


0.7 


0.8 


Florida 


851.100 


977.800 


1.007,300 


1,040.100 


1.068.200 


1,102.100 


8.7 


9.8 




54.600 


56.200 


58.100 


59.300 


60.500 


62.500 


n A 


n 6. 




13,500 


13.200 


14.000 


14.000 


14.000 


14.300 


n A 




15.800 


18.100 


16.600 


16.800 


17,600 


18.200 


0.3 


0.4 




14.300 


15.700 


16.100 


16.600 


17,400 


± 18,300 


0.4 


0.5 




11,000 


11.200 


11.400 


11.800 


11.500 


• 11.700 


0.4 


0.4 




3.142,500 


3,323.000 


3,461,900 


A AAA AAA 

3,620.600 


3,742,600 


A A*14 AAA 

3.871.300 


1^2 


\A 7 




10.700 


11,400 


1 1 .900 


12,500 


13.600 


13.500 


n ^ 


n A 
u.o 




81.700 


87.400 


91.400 


94.500 


96,400 


98.400 


1 0 


2 2 




54.000 


58.400 


63,700 


65.600 


68,300 


69,800 


1.8 


2.1 




2,998.000 


3.165.700 


3.314,800 


3.448.100 


3,664.400 


3,689.600 


21 1 


22 A 




1.461.800 


1.511.100 


1i556.400 


1.604,500 


4 ^A A AAA 

1,644.000 


4 ooo n AA 
1,000,700 


12.8 


10.2 




9.200 


9.600 


10.200 


10.400 


10.500 


4 A AAA 
10.600 


1.2 


1.3 




36.200 


37.300 


je.^00 


39.900 


41,000 


41.800 


3.8 


4.2 




24.200 


26.200 


25.900 


26.100 


A^ AAA 

26.200 


26,500 


5.2 


6.3 




341.000 


353.100 


361,400 


368,500 


374.600 


383.500 


11.8 


11.9 




482.100 


496,100 


508,900 


526.700 


538.400 


550,600 


37.0 


378 




447.000 


469.000 


485,200 


601.900 


617,000 


533,200 


16.4 


16.8 




68.900 


62,400 


64,800 


67.300 


69,500 


70,600 


4.0 


4.3 




53.300 


58.000 


61.300 


63,600 


66,700 


69.700 


6.7 


7.5 




4.766,400 


6.101.000 


5.360.000 


5.822,000 


5,898,200 


6.174,400 


15.1 


17.5 




116.000 


1^,300 


126.900 


131,300 


137.800 


142.000 


2.6 


3.2 




62.500 


6U.000 


68.300 


70.100 


73.500 


76.000 


2.4 


2.8 


4,537,100 


4.839.200 


5.089.400 


5.341,500 


5.603.400 


5.872,500 


19.2 


22.1 




8,600 


8,900 


9.700 


10,800 


11,200 


11»500 


2.1 


2.2 




6^300 


63.700 


65.700 


68,400 


70.200 


72,300 


6.5 


6.7 



(B) Indicates that 1980 population base was less than 10,000. 
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Table 12A. Estimate f the Hispanic Metropolitan Population for States: July 1, 1985, and Components of 
Change e 1980 



Begion, (tivision, and State 



Unitod States . 



Northeast 
MIdwe&t. . 
South . . . 
West 



Now England . 

Maine 

New Hampshire. . . 

Vermont 

Massachusetts . . . 

Rhode (stand 

Connecticut 



Middle Atlantic . 

New York 

New Jersey 

Psnnsyivania 



East North Central. 

Ohio 

Indiana 

Illinois 

Michigan 

Wisconsin 



West North Central 

Minnesota 

Iowa 

Missouri 

North Dakota 

South Dakota 

Nebraska 

Kansas 



South Atlantic. . 

Delaware 

Maryland 

District of Columbia. 

Virginia 

West Virginia 

North Carolina 

South Carolina .... 

Georgia 

Florida 



East South Central. 

Kentucky 

Tennessee 

Alabama 

Mississippi 



West South Central 

Arkansas 

Louisiana 

Oklahoma 

Texas 



Mountain 
Montana .... 

Idaho 

Wyoming 

Coiorado 

New Mexico . , 

Arizona 

Utah 

Nevada , 



Pacific . 
Washington. 

Oregon 

California. . . 

Alaska 

Hawaii 



July 1. 
1965 


April 1, 
1980 


Change 


1980*85 




Components of change 


Number 


Percent 


Births 


Deaths 


Net migration 


International 


Total 


Percent 


15 698.900 






59 7 


1 if 10,cUU 


300.400 


1.321,200 


1,599.100 


12.6 


2,900.700 


2,517,600 


383.200 


15.2 


297,200 


60.000 


205,000 


146.000 


5.8 


1.225,100 


1,038,100 


189,000 


18.2 


139,200 


18.000 


105.000 


67.900 


6.6 




O.OU9.rUU 


9fJCj7\J\J 




490.100 


103.000 


355.600 


545.700 


15.1 


7.030.600 


6.523.500 


1.507.000 


27.3 


786,800 


119,300 


655,600 


839,600 


15.2 


314.400 


263.400 


51,000 


19.4 


37.500 


4,000 


16,500 


17.600 


6.7 


1.900 


1,600 


300 


(B) 


100 


• 


• 


200 


(B) 


4.500 


3,200 


1.300 


(8) 


400 


• 


200 


900 


(B) 


1.000 


700 


300 


(B) 


100 


• 




100 


(B) 




1 Oif uu 




Q4 A 

2 1.0 


16.500 


1.900 


10.300 


10.600 


8.4 


16,600 


14,000 


4.600 


33.1 


2.000 


200 


2.400 


2.900 


20.7 


135.600 


118.200 


17.400 


14.7 


16.300 


1.600 


3.400 


2.900 


2.4 


2.5a€,300 


2.254.100 


332.200 


14.7 


259,700 


oo,tfUU 


iQR Ann 




K 7 


1.869.600 


1.635.400 


224.200 


13.7 


186.100 


42.600 


138,700 


80.600 


4.9 


673.200 


485.600 


87.600 


18.0 


55,600 


10,700 


45.900 


42,700 


8.8 


153.600 


133.100 


20.500 


15.4 


18,000 


2.400 


4.000 


4.900 


3.7 


1.086.700 


918.300 


166,300 


18.3 


124 600 


4 A nf\n 
10.200 


98.500 


59,600 


6.5 


67.200 


80,100 


7.100 


8.8 


8.600 


4 nnn 
1,300 


2,200 


.300 


«0.3 


72.200 


68.000 


4.200 


6.1 


6,700 


4 AAA 
1,200 


2.600 


-1.300 


•1.9 


735,100 


598.100 


137.000 


22.9 


86,200 


4 4 nnn 
1 1 .000 


66,700 


61.800 


10.3 


133.200 


121,100 


12.100 


10.0 


16,400 


4 A/\A 


3,700 


*2.100 


•1.7 


68,900 


51,000 


7,900 


15.5 


6.900 


OOO 


3.100 


1.600 


3.2 


138,500 


117.800 


20.700 


17.6 


14.400 


1,800 


6,500 


6.100 


6.9 


27.900 


22.000 


5,900 


26.8 


2,900 


300 


1.600 


3,300 


14.8 


15,200 


13,500 


1,700 


12.4 


1.700 


100 


900 


100 


0.4 


40,300 


34.500 


5.800 


16.7 


4,700 


700 


1,500 


1.700 


5.0 


1.500 


1.500 




(6) 


200 


• 


100 


*200 


<B) 


2.2C0 


1.600 


600 


(B) 


300 


• 


inn 

1UU 




/Dl 


15,400 


13,300 


2.100 


15.8 


1,600 


200 


700 


600 


4.8 


36,100 


31.400 


4.600 


14.7 


3.000 


600 


1,600 


2.200 


7.0 


^ AAA AAA 

1 1332|900 


d AAi« AAA 

1,027.800 


305.000 


29.7 


100,100 


41,300 


180,600 


246.200 


24.0 


7,500 


6,300 


1,200 




BOO 


100 


200 


400 


(B) 


69,600 


53.300 


16.400 


30.7 


7,700 


1.000 


A inn 


S.oOO 


16.1 


16.200 


15.600 


2.600 


16.6 


2.300 


500 


3.700 


800 


5.3 


61.300 


58.700 


22.500 


38.4 


9.100 


900 


7.500 


14,300 


24.4 


2.600 


2,400 


200 


(B) 


300 






-100 


(B) 


27,700 


22,400 


5,300 


23.7 


3.300 


200 


1.500 


2,200 


9.8 


lo.oUU 


4 4 £An 

11, ow 


2,200 


18.7 


1t600 


100 


600 


600 


5.5 


38,500 


30,400 


8.100 


26.5 


3.000 


400 


2.600 


5.500 


18.0 


1,073.700 


827.100 


246,600 


29.6 


71,900 


38,100 


158.500 


212,800 


25.7 


42.100 


37.000 


5.100 


13.8 


3,600 


400 


1,400 


1,900 


6.1 


7.700 


7.200 


600 


(B) 


900 


100 


oUU 


4 AA 

•oOO 


(o) 


13.900 


12.500 


1,^00 


11.2 


800 


100 


500 


700 


5.3 


14,600 


11,600 


3.000 


26.1 


1,500 


100 


400 


1.600 


14.0 


5.900 


5,700 


100 


(B) 


400 


100 


100 


-200 


(B) 


3.167,400 


2.544.900 


622 SOO 


24 5 




61.400 


173.300 


297,600 


11.7 


6,600 


5.200 


1.400 


(B) 


1,000 




300 


500 


(B) 


81,600 


66,400 


15.300 


23.0 


8700 


2,000 


5.900 


8,600 


12.8 


44.600 


33,800 


11.200 


33.4 


4.500 


AAA 

600 


2,300 


7.200 


21.6 


3,034.500 


2,439,900 


694.600 


24.4 


372.200 


58.900 


164,600 


281,400 


11.5 


1,110,300 


AAA AAA 

942,600 


167,70O 


17.8 


118,800 


20.600 


32,600 


69,500 


7.4 


4.900 


4.300 


600 


(B) 


600 






100 


(B) 


4,200 


3,600 


600 


(B) 


500 


100 


100 


100 


(B) 


10.100 


9.100 


1.000 


(B) 


1,300 


200 


200 


•100 


(B) 


307.800 


269,600 


38,200 


14.2 


31,200 


5,400 


7,700 


12,400 


4.6 


286.100 


250,600 


35.500 


14.1 


26.500 


6.500 


5.400 


15.400 


6.1 


381,900 


312,300 


69,600 


22.3 


46.400 


6,700 


12,600 


29.800 


9.6 


68,200 


49.200 


9.000 


18.2 


7.100 


700 


2,000 


2.600 


5.4 


57.200 


43,800 


13.400 


30.5 


5,300 


1.100 


4.800 


9.200 


20.9 


6,920,200 


4,580.900 


1.339.300 


29.2 


667,900 


98.700 


622,800 


770.100 


16.8 


115.600 


93,600 


22,200 


23.7 


12.700 


1.300 


7.000 


10,800 


11.5 


49.800 


41,100 


8.800 


21.3 


&,800 


500 


3.100 


3.500 


8.6 


5.893.900 


4.393,700 


1,300.100 


29.6 


641.300 


95.800 


611.900 


754,700 


17.2 


6.800 


4,000 


1«900 


(B) 


800 




300 


1.100 


(B) 


53.900 


47.000 


6.300 


13.2 


7.300 


1,000 


500 







• Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero. 

(B) Indicates that 1980 population base was fees than 10.000. 
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Table 12B. Annuel Estimates of the Hispanic Metropolitan Population for States: April 1, 1980 to July 1, 198S 



nOQion, Qivisioni ana ataie 


April 1, 
1980 


July 1, 
1981 


July 1, 
1982 


July It 
1983 


liiKj 4 

juiy 1, 
1984 


lull* 4 

July 1, 
198S 


Percf 'u Hispanic 


19B0 


1985 




12,686,900 


13,466,000 


14,015,200 


14,557,900 


16,124.100 


15,698,900 


7.3 


8.6 




2,5i7iD00 




c,vrO,JUu 


ic, f^JJW 


A A07 AAA 


A OAA 7AA 


S A 
Div 


a a 


Midwdst 


1,036,100 


1,081,600 


1,113.000 


1,142,100 


1,166,600 


1,225,100 








3,609,700 


3,902,400 


4,076,000 


4,236,300 


4,381,200 


4,542,400 


r iV 


a 0 

O.v 




5|523,$00 


5,866,900 


6i 146,000 


6,431,600 


6,729,300 


7,030,600 


16.4 


17.5 




293,400 


A1C AAA 

275,200 


284,400 


OQA AAA 


Aax AAA 

o04,0UU 


ol4,40U 




9 0 




1»600 


4 CAA 

1 ,500 


4 Tf AA 

1,700 


1,700 


1 DAA 
1 ,OU0 


1 OAA 








3,200 


n CAA 

3,500 


A Tf AA 
0,700 


A AAA 

J,oUU 


A OAA 


A RAA 
4,000 






Vfirmont ... 


700 


800 


900 


900 


1,000 


1,000 


IB) 






125,700 


132,300 


137,300 


142,000 


147,400 


152,900 


CO 


9 7 




14,000 


14,900 


15.900 


16,600 


17.700 


18,600 


1 a 


9 1 




118,200 


122,200 


124,900 


128,000 


131,900 


135,600 


A 1 


A 7 




2,264,100 


A AAA BAA 

2,339,800 


A AA4 AAA 


O AKA AAA 


O CQQ AAA 


A KDA OAA 

^,000,oOO 


6.6 


7.7 




1 ,635,400 


4 AOB AAA 

1,66 8,900 


4 '90a Of\t\ 

1 |/^4,fiUU 


4 7AA CAA 

l,rOo,DOU 


4 01 7 OAA 
l,dl f ,OUU 


1 AKO AAA 
1 ,ODo,OOU 


in 0 


11 a 




485,600 


C 4 4 AAA 

513,000 


£AA CAA 


AAA AAA 


O0O,VwU 


ft7Q OAA 




7 a 




133,100 


4 A<9 AAA 

137,900 


4^4 4AA 
141,100 


4^C Af\i\ 

140,400 


4ilQ AAA 

149,OUU 


1 RQ AAA 
1 Oo,OUU 


1 9 

1 lO 


1 fi 




916,300 


959,100 


986,300 


1,013,600 


1,052,800 


1,086,700 


2.9 


3.4 




80,100 


AA AAA 

82,300 


OA 4 AA 
00,100 


Ha kah 


AC DAA 


A7 OAA 
Or,cOU 


0.9 


1.0 




Aft AAA 

66,000 


AA AAA 

69,200 


tn. AAA 


■f A 7AA 

7U,7UU 


71 CAA 


70 OAA 


1.6 


1.9 




f AA 4 AA 

596,100 


£<3A CAA 
OOC,DUU 


ACC tf\f\ 


CAA 


7 AD ii AA 


70R 1AA 
r%^0,100 


6.4 


7.7 




121,100 


4 AA CAA 
122,500 


4 AA AAA 


4 AC QAA 

1 cO,9UU 


400 RAn 


4AA OAA 
loo,cOO 


1.6 


1.8 




61,000 


CA ^AA 

52,700 


CQ OAA 
OJ,OUU 


ee 4 AA 

00,100 


K7 AAA 


CO OAA 

00,900 


1.6 


1.8 




117 800 


122 500 


126,700 


128.300 


133,900 


138,500 


1.3 


1.4 


aJInnAAMt* 




0*\ dOO 


24,800 


25,300 


26,300 


27,900 


0.8 


1.0 




11 (lOn 


Id DflO 


Id 100 


14,400 


14,800 


15,200 


1.1 


1.2 




34,500 


35.900 


36,400 


38!800 


38,900 


40,300 


1.1 


1.2 




1,500 


1,600 


1,700 


1,800 


1,700 


1,500 


(B) 


(B) 




4 AAA 

1,600 


4 CAA 

1,600 


4 OAA 
1,900 


1,900 


1 OAA 


0 OAA 


(B) 


(B) 




13,300 


14,100 


i4,oOU 


4 A OAA 

14,900 


iC 4AA 
10,1UU 


4 A AAA 
10,400 


1 fl 


2> 1 




31,400 


A A AAA 

32,000 


QQ 4 AA 
00,100 


AA AAA 

oo,oOO 


AC lAA 
J0,1 W 


OA 1 AA 
O0,l 00 




0 n 




1,027,800 


1,167,100 


1,206,500 


1,248,600 


1,288,500 


1,332,900 


3.8 


4.5 




6,300 


6,400 


6,500 


6,900 


7,200 


7,500 


(B) 


(B) 




53,300 


A*^ AAA 

67,200 


CA AA 

59,700 


AA OAA 

o2,900 


AA ilAA 


AO AAA 
Oo,000 


1.4 


1.7 




15,600 


16,300 


4A BAA 

16,800 


4Tf AAA 
17,200 


4 y AAA 

1 7,J00 


1A OAA 
10,200 


0 R 

£.0 


0 Q 




58,700 


64,300 


AA AAA 

68,900 


lA AAA 

72,900 


tf AAA 

77,200 


04 AAA 

Ol,J00 


1 A 


0 A 




2,400 


2,500 


A ^AA 

2.700 


A AAA 

2.600 


A CAn 

2,DU0 


0 AAA 
2,000 


yp) 




North Cftrolinfl 


22,400 


23,300 


23,800 


24,200 


26,500 


27,700 


0 7 

w.r 


n ft 




11.600 


13,000 


13,000 


13,700 


13,600 


13,600 


n A 

U.0 


n 7 

w«r 




30,400 


31.900 


33,800 


GJ.200 


35,900 


38,600 


n 0 


1 A 


827,100 


952.300 


981,200 


1,013,000 


1,039,800 


1,073,700 


0 0 
o.o 


If) R 




37,000 


36.500 


aa fnfx 

39.700 


^A CAA 

40,000 


^A OAA 

40,900 


AO 4AA 

42,100 


0.5 


0.5 




7,200 


7,100 


7,600 


7,700 


7 ^ AA 

7,400 


7 7AA 

7,700 


(B) 


(B) 




12,500 


12,800 


13.000 


4 A 4 AA 
13,100 


4 A CAA 

1 J.OuU 


4 A AAA 

10,900 


A A 


A A 




11,600 


12,800 


4 A AAA 
13,000 


4 A CAA 

lo,000 


4 A AAA 

14,U0U 


*A AAA 
14,000 


u.o 


n a 

u.o 




5,700 


6,800 


6,100 


6,100 


A AAA 

0,000 


t AAA 
\900 


\o) 


\d; 




2,544,900 


2,696,900 


2,631,800 


2,947,300 


3,053,800 


3,167,400 


15.1 


16.7 




5,200 


5,800 


5,900 


A AAA 

6,200 


O Tf AA 

0,700 


A OAA 
O,O00 


(B) 


(B) 




66,400 


71,500 


■f e AAA 

75,000 


77,wU 


79,700 


04 AAA 
01 ,OO0 


2,3 


2.6 




33,500 


A A AAA 

36,000 


AA AAA 

39,200 


^A ^AA 

40,400 


AO tiaa 

42,700 


A A AAA 
44,O00 


1.9 


2.3 




2,439,900 


2,563,500 


A 4 J ■•A A 

2,711,700 


A AAA 4 AA 

2,623,100 


A OA^ BAA 

2,924,000 


<9 AAil CAA 

J,0o4,000 


21.6 


23.3 




942,600 


963,500 


1,014,200 


1,046,600 


1,076.900 


1,110,300 


13.0 


13.4 




A inn 




*f ,Ovv 


A fiAO 


4,600 


4,900 


(B) 


<B) 




3.600 


3,600 


4,100 


4,200 


4!d00 


4,200 


(B) 


(B) 




9,100 


9,700 


10.000 


10,200 


10,100 


10,100 


6.5 


7.1 




269.600 


279,300 


286,400 


292,800 


299,100 


307,600 


11.6 


11.7 




250,600 


257,700 


263.600 


273,000 


279.400 


286,100 


41.1 


42.4 




312,300 


326.700 


341,100 


353,600 


367,200 


381,900 


15.3 


15.9 




49,200 


51,800 


53.600 


55,600 


57,300 


56,200 


4.4 


4.6 




43,800 


48,100 


60,700 


52,500 


54,900 


57.200 


6.7 


7.5 




4,580,900 


4,663,400 


5,133.600 


5,385,200 


5.652,400 


6,920,200 


16.0 


18.5 




93,600 


99,900 


103,500 


107,200 


112,300 


115,600 


2.6 


3.2 




41,100 


43,100 


44,600 


45,600 


48.100 


49,600 


2.3 


2.7 




4,393.700 


4,667,100 


4,930,300 


5,174,500 


6,432,600 


6,693.900 


19.4 


22.3 




4,900 


5,10'> 


5,600 


6,400 


6,600 


6,000 


(B) 


(B) 




47,600 


4e,20u 


49,600 


51,500 


52,500 


53,900 


6.2 


6.4 



(B) Indicates that 1980 population base was less than 10,000. 
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HISPANIC 



Table 13A. ISjyi^^l, oJ^^Iq^^^ Nonmetropolltan Population for States: July 1, 1985. and Component* of 



Roflion, division, and State 



United States . 

Northeast 

Midwest 

South 

West 



New England . 

Maine 

New Hampshire. . , 

Vermont 

Massachusetts . . . 

Rhode island 

Connecticut 



Middle Atlantic . 

New Vork 

New Jersey 

Pennsylvania 



East North Central . 

Ohio 

Indiana 

(ilinois 

Michigan 

Wisconsin 



West North Central 

Minnesota 

Iowa 

Missouri. 

North Dakota , 

South Dakota 

Nebraska 

Kansas 



South Atlantic. . 

Delaware 

Maryland 

District of Columbia. 

Virginia 

West Virginia. ..... 

North Carolina 

South Carolina 

Georgia 

Florida 



East South Central. 

Kentucky 

Tennessee .......... 

Alabama 

Mississippi ... 



West South Centra! . 

Arkansas 

Louisiana 

Oklahoma 

Texas 



Mountain 

Montana 

Idaho 

Wyoming. ... 

Colorado 

New Mexico . , 

Arizona 

Utah 

Nevada 



Pacific . 
Washington. 

Oregon 

Caiifornia. . . 

Alaska 

Hawaii 



Julyl, 
1985 



1,817,800 

36,500 
^ 56.000 
784,800 
830.500 

12.400 
2,600 
1,200 
2,700 
1,300 
1,100 
3.600 



24,100 
19,200 

4,900 

80,000 
20,500 
10,400 
19.800 
21,900 
7,400 

76.000 
5,700 

10.700 
8,000 
1.800 
1.500 

14.500 

33,800 

70,600 
2.600 
1,800 

5.700 
5,300 

11,200 
6.300 
9,200 

28.400 

20.300 
6.600 
4,300 
3,700 
6.800 

703.900 
6.900 
16.700 
25.200 

655.100 

576.300 
5*800 
37.600 
16.300 
75,700 
264.500 
151.300 
12.500 
12.500 

254.200 
26.200 
26.200 

178.600 
4,700 
18.400 



Change. 1980-85 



April 1. 
1960 



Number 



1,564,000 

31,900 
143,800 
673,700 
714.700 

10.200 
2,100 
1.000 
2,000 
1.000 
1,000 
3,000 

21,700 
17,700 

4,100 

74.900 
19.500 
10.100 
18,600 
19,900 
6.600 

68,900 
5.600 
9.300 
. 7.200 
1,700 
1.900 
13,800 
29,400 

58,500 
2,100 
1,600 

4.500 
4,400 
8,700 
5.300 
7.700 
24.000 

17,600 
6.300 
3.300 
2,700 
5.300 

597.600 
5,S00 
15,400 
£0.500 

556,200 

609,200 
4.900 
32.500 
15.100 
71.400 
231.500 
134.700 
9.700 
9,400 

205,600 

22,300 

21.400 
143.300 
3.700 

14.700 



253.800 

4,600 
12,200 
121.200 
115.800 

2,300 
400 
200 
700 
300 
100 
600 

2,400 
1,500 

800 

5.100 
900 
300 
1,100 
2.100 
600 

7,100 

1,400 
600 
100 

•400 
800 

4,400 

12.200 
400 
200 

1,200 
900 
2,500 
1.000 
1.500 
4.^00 

2,700 
300 

1,000 
900 
600 

106,300 
1.400 
1,400 
4.700 

98.900 

67,100 
900 

5.000 

t,200 

4,300 
33.100 
16.700 

2.700 

3.100 

48,700 

3.900 

4.600 
35,300 

1.OO0 

3.700 



Percent 



- Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero. 
(B) Indicates that 1980 population base was less than 10,000. 



16.2 

14.6 
8.5 
18.0 
16.2 

22.3 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

11.0 
8.8 

(B) 

6.7 
4.8 
3.3 
6.1 
10.4 
(B) 



10.3 
(B) 
(Bi 
(Bl 
(Bi 
(Bi 
5.6 

14.8 

20.8 
(0) 

(B) 

(B) 

(Bi 
(B) 

(Bi 
18.5 

15.4 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 
(B) 

17.8 
(B) 
8.8 
22.7 
17.6 

13.2 

(B) 
15.5 

6.2 

6.0 
14.3 
12.4 

(B) 

(B) 

23.7 
17.4 
22.4 
24.6 
(B) 
25.2 



Births 



204,800 

2.900 
16.600 
94,500 
90.700 

i.dOO 
300 
100 
200 
100 
100 
400 



1,700 
1,300 

400 

7,700 
2,000 

900 
1,600 
2,500 

600 

6,900 
700 

1,200 
900 
200 
200 

1,700 

3.900 

6,900 
300 
200 

600 
500 

1.200 
700 
800 

2,600 

1.800 
700 
300 
^00 
300 

85.800 
500 
1.600 
2.500 

61,000 

61,200 
700 
3,800 
1.800 
7.400 
28.400 
16.300 
1,500 
1.200 

29,600 

2.9O0 

2.600 
20.900 
500 

2.700 



Components of chango 



Deaths 



Net migration 



International 



40,700 

500 
2.200 
18.600 
19.400 

"00 



400 

300 

100 

1,100 
300 
100 
300 
300 
100 

lilOO 

100 
100 



200 
600 

1,400 



100 
100 
100 
100 
200 
600 

300 
100 



100 

16.900 
100 
500 
500 

15,900 

14.800 
100 
500 
300 
?.200 
7,700 
3.600 
200 
200 

4.500 
300 I 
30f 

3,5001 

400 



63,500 

900 
3.500 
26.900 
32,200 

400 
100 

100 
100 

200 

600 
500 



1,400 
200 
100 
900 
100 
200 

2.100 

600 
300 



300 
800 

2,300 



100 

ICO 
100 
200 
1,900 

600 
200 
100 

200 
24,000 

300 
1,000 
22,700 

15.600 

3,100 
300 
500 

3.300 

6.800 
600 

1,000 

16.600 
2.000 
1.600 
12,800 
100 
100 



Total 



69.700 

2.200 
•2.2O0 
45.200 
44.400 

1,200 
200 
100 
500 
200 

200 

1,100 
600 

500 

•1,500 
.700 
.500 
•200 
•100 
.100 

.700 
.700 
400 

•100 
•700 
•600 
1.00O 

6,700 
200 



600 
500 

1,400 
300 
900 

2,700 

1,200 
.300 
700 
600 
300 

37.300 
900' 

2,600 
33,700 

20.700 
300 
1,700 
•300 
•900 
12,400 
4.000 
1.400 
2.100 

23.600 
1,300 
2.500 

17,900 
500 
1,400 



11.5 
6.9 
11.7 
12.5 
(B) 
9.9 



81 



Table 13B. Annual Estimates of the Hispanic Nonmetropolltan Population for States: April 1, 1980 to July 1> 
1985 



Region, div»ion, and State 


April 1, 
1960 


Julyl. 
19B1 


July 1, 
1962 


July 1, 

1963 


Julyl, 

1984 


July 1, 
1965 


Percent Hispanic 




4 OflC 






1 827 7nn 




1 736 900 


1 776 OOO 


1 d17 fiOO 




9 9 




31.900 


32.600 


33.800 


34.600 


35,500 


36.500 


0.6 


0.6 




lA*) Ann 


^At^ Ann 


i^A Ann 

1 nv.lUU 


icn nnn 


inA 




0.8 


0.9 




673.700 


704.200 


731.400 


757.600 


777,600 


794.600 


2.8 


3.2 


WeM 


714,700 


745.200 


766,400 


794,700 


810,600 


630,500 








10,200 


10,600 


11.100 


11.500 


11,900 


12,400 


0.5 


0.6 




2.100 


2,200 


2,200 


2,300 


2,400 


2,600 


(B) 


(8) 




1.000 


1.100 


1,000 


1,100 


1,100 


1,200 


(B) 






0 nnn 


0 inn 
^, lUU 


0 onn 


0 onn 




0 9nn 


(B) 






1.000 


1.100 


1,100 


1.100 


1.200 


1.300 


(6) 


<B) 




1 000 


1.100 


1.200 


1.300 


1,200 


1,100 


(B) 


(B) 




3,000 


3.300 


3.400 


3,500 


3,500 


3,600 


(B) 


(B) 




i1,700 


21.900 


22.600 


23.000 


23,600 


24,100 


o.e 


0.7 




17,700 


17.700 


16.200 


16,500 


16,900 


19,200 


1.0 


1.1 




- 


- 


• 


• 


- 


- 


• 


• 




4.1D0 


4.200 


4,500 


4,600 


4,700 


4,900 


(B) 


<b) 




74.900 


74,600 


74,900 


7e.ooo 


77.400 


60,000 


0.8 


0.6 




19.500 


19.400 


19.400 


19.600 


20.000 


20.500 


0.9 


0.9 




10,100 


9,800 


10,000 


9.600 


10,000 


10.400 


0.6 


0.6 




10.600 


16.500 


16.500 


19,100 


19,300 


19.600 


0.9 


1.0 




19,900 


20,200 


19.900 


20,700 


21.200 


21,900 


1.1 


1.2 




6.600 


6,900 


7,100 


7.000 


6,900 


7,400 


iB) 


IB) 




66.900 


70.700 


71.500 


74,000 


74.700 


76,000 


0.9 


1.0 




5,600 


5,600 


5,500 


5,400 


5,600 


5,700 


(B) 


(B) 




9,300 


9,700 


10,000 


10.100 


10,700 


10,700 


0.5 


0.6 


Mlftfldiiri 


7,200 


7,200 


7,400 


6.000 


6,000 


6,000 


(B) 


<8) 




1700 


1,600 


1,600 


1,900 


1,600 


1.600 


(B) 


(B) 




1,900 


1.600 


1.700 


1,600 


1.500 


1,500 


(B) 


(B) 




13.600 


14.100 


14,200 


14.500 


14,400 


14,500 


1.6 


1.7 




29.400 


30,600 


30.900 


32.500 


32.700 


33,600 


2.4 


2.6 


South Atlantic 


56 500 


60.400 


63.000 


65.500 


69,200 


70.600 


0.6 


0.7 




2.100 


2.200 


2.300 


2.400 


2,400 


2,600 








1,600 


1,600 


1,600 


1,700 


1,600 


1.600 


(B) 


(B) 




• 


- 


• 


• 


• 


• 




• 




4,500 


4,700 


4.900 


4,900 


5,300 


5,700 


(B) 


(B) 




4,400 


4,500 


4,600 


5,100 


5,300 


5,300 


(6) 


(B) 




0,700 


o.oOO 


o.jUO 


4 n onn 
i0,2UU 


iU,rU0 




0.9 


0.4 




5,300 


5,400 


5,900 


5.700 


6,200 


6,300 


(B) 


(B) 




7.700 


7.700 


6.300 


6,500 


9,000 


9,200 


(B) 


(B) 


Florida 


24,000 


25.500 


26.100 


27,100 


28,500 


26,400 


2.8 


2.7 




17.600 


17,700 


13.400 


16,800 


19,600 


20.300 


03 


0.3 




6.300 


6.000 


6.400 


6,300 


6.600 


6,600 


(B) 


(B) 




3.300 


3.300 


3.600 


3,700 


4.100 


4,300 


(B) 


(B) 




2.700 


2,900 


3.100 


3,100 


3.400 


3,700 


(B) 


(B) 




6.300 


5.500 


5,300 


6,700 


5,500 


6.600 


(B) 


(B) 




597.600 


626.100 


650,000 


673,300 


686,600 


703.900 


e.6 


0.5 




s.noo 


5,600 


6,000 


6.300 


6,900 


6,900 


(B) 






13.4U0 


15,800 


16,400 


16.900 


16.700 


16,700 


1.2 


1.2 




20.500 


22,400 


24,400 


25.100 


26,600 


25.200 


1.6 


1.6 




C56,20D 


562,200 


603.200 


625.000 


639,600 


655,100 


19.0 


20.6 




a09,200 


527.600 


642.200 


G57.600 


667.100 


676.300 


12.4 


12.e 




4,900 


5.300 


5.600 


5.600 


5.600 


5.800 


(B) 


(B) 






33,600 


34.500 


C5.600 


36.600 


37.600 


4.2 


4.6 




15.100 


15.500 


15,900 


15,600 


16.200 


16.300 


4.6 


4.6 




71.400 


73.600 


75,roo 


75.600 


75.600 


75.700 


12.7 


12.5 






236.40f> 


245.300 


263.700 


259,100 


264,500 


33.4 


33.6 




134,700 


140.300 


144,100 


146,300 


149,600 


151,300 


19.9 


19.7 


Utah 


9.700 


10,700 


11,200 


11,700 


12,200 


12,500 


2.9 


3.3 




9.400 


10.000 


10.600 


11.100 


11,800 


12.500 


6.6 


7.5 




205,500 


217,600 


226,200 


236.900 


243,700 


254.200 


6.7 


7.5 




22.300 


23.300 


23.600 


24,100 


26.500 


26.200 


2.6 


9.1 




21,400 


22.900 


23,600 


24.500 


2B.500 


26.200 


2.S 


2.6 




143,300 


152,100 


159.100 


167.000 


170,700 


178.600 


14.6 


16.3 




3,700 


3.600 


4,000 


4,400 


4,400 


4,700 


(B) 


(B) 




14,700 


15.500 


16,100 


16,900 


17,700 


18,400 


7.3 


7.8 



• Repreaenta zero or a number which rounds to zero. 

(B) Indlcatea that 1680 population base was leas than 10,000. 



82 



74 



HISPANIC 



Table 14A. ^^^^^g^^"^ SCW/llSI,"'''""''" "•"'«' «""V 



Metropolitan area 



Abilene, TXMSA 

Albuquerque, NM MSA 

Allentown-Bethleherrip PA-NJ MSA 

Amarillo, TX MSA 

Atlanta, GA MSA 

Atlantic Qty, NJ MSA 

Austin, TXMSA 

Bakersffeld, CA MSA 

BalUmore, MD MSA 

Beaumont-Port Arthur, TX MSA 

Goston-Lawrence^alem-Loweil-Brockton, 
MA NECMA 



Brownsville^Hartlnflen, TX MSA 

B^an^ilefle Station, TX MSA 

BUFFALO-NIAGARA FALLS, NY CMSA, 
Buffalo, NY PMSA 

CHICAQO-QARY-iAKE COUNTY. 
IL-IN-WICMSA 

Aurora-Eleln, IL PMSA 

Chicago. IL PMSA 

Qaiy-Hammond, IN PMSA 

Jollet, IL PMSA 

Lake County. IL PM3A 



CLEVELAND-AKRON-LORAIN, OH CMSA . 

Cleveland, OH PMSA 

Loraln-Elyrla, OH PMSA 

Colorado Springs, CO MSA 

Corpus Chrfstl. TX MSA 

DALL\S-FORT WORTH, TX CMSA 

Dallas, TX PMSA 

Fort Worth-AKInglon, TX PMSA 

Oavenport-Rock island-Mollne, IA.IL MSA . 



DENVER-BOULDER, CO CMSA . . , 
6ouIder*Longmont, CO PMSA . . . , 
Denver, CO PMSA 

DETROIT-ANN ARBOR, Ml CMSA , 
Detroit. Ml PMSA 

El Paso, TXMSA 

Fort Coilins*Love!and, CO MSA. . . . 

Fresno, CA MSA 

Grand Rapids, Ml MSA 



Greeley, CO MSA 

Hartford-New Britaln*Middletowr-Bf1stol, 
CT NECMA 

Honolulu. HI MSA 

H0UST0N.QALVEST0N.BRA20R1A, 
TXCMSA 

Brazoria, TX PMSA 

Galveston-Texas City. TX PMSA 

Houston, TX PMSA 



Jacksonville, FL MSA 

-'nsas City, MO-KS MSA 

. 3Pn.Temple, TX MSA 

LaKeland-Wlnter Haven, FL MSA 
Unsing-East t jinslng. Ml MSA . . 

Laredo, TX MSA 

Las Cruces, NM MSA 

Ua Vegas, NV MSA 



July 1. 
1985 



15,600 
172.800 
16,700 
20,200 
24,300 
10,100 
124,400 
115,000 
18,800 
13,900 

102.900 

194,700 
-3,800 
15.600 
13,700 

767,100 
34,900 

628,600 
4/,300 
16,600 
25,700 

40,700 
25,600 
12.800 
2/,200 
179,700 
345,700 
244.600 
101,100 
12,200 

202,900 
12,400 

190,500 
71,000 
66,500 

359,900 
10,200 

186,500 
14,200 

23,600 

50,100 
53.900 

5&4,600 
28.000 
27,800 

538,800 

14.900 
36.900 
23.600 
10.600 
14.100 
110,100 
64,500 
44.300 



April 1, 
1980 



13.200 
155,500 
14,200 
14,900 
17.600 
6,700 
94,500 
87,400 
15,700 
12,200 

82,900 

163,700 
9,500 
14,400 
12,700 

619,700 
27,000 

509,300 
45,600 
14,200 
20,100 

37,900 
'>3.100 
12,600 
24,900 
159,200 
246,100 
174,£00 
71,600 
11, /OO 

173,200 
10,100 

163.200 
64,800 
61,400 

299,900 
6,600 

150,700 
12.400 

21.000 

43.700 
47,600 

446.200 
22.500 
23,500 

400,200 

12.200 
31.800 
22.100 

d.icn 

92.200 
50,700 
34,600 



Change, 1980^5 



Components of changed 



Number 



2,400 
17,400 
2,600 
5,300 
6,700 
1.400 
29,900 
27,600 
3,100 
1,700 

20.000 

31,000 
4,300 
1,200 
1,000 

137,400 
7.800 

119,200 
1,700 
2,400 
5.500 

2,600 
2,400 
200 
2,400 
20,500 
99,600 
70,000 
29,600 
600 

29,700 
2,400 

27,300 
6,200 
5,100 

60,000 
1,700 

35,800 
1,900 

2,600 

6.400 
6.300 

148,400 
5.500 
4.300 

138,600 

2.800 
5,100 
1.500 
1,700 
1,700 
17.900 
13.800 
9.700 



- Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero. 

(B) Indicates that 19r ^ population base was less than 10,000. 



Percent 


Births 


Deathb 


Net migration 


internS' 
tiona 


Tota 


Percent 


16.5 


2,400 


200 




OAA 


1.6 


11.2 


16,400 




o AAn 


K AAA 


3.2 


16.0 


1,900 


200 


30G 






35.5 


2,600 


200 


Ron 


0 OAA 


19.7 


38.0 


1.600 


300 


C,0' J 


A OAA 


29.7 


(B) 


1.100 


200 




500 


(B) 


31.6 


14,200 


1,900 


3,200 


17.600 


18.6 


31.6 


15,600 


2,100 


6.200 


14,100 


16.1 




2,100 


400 


600 


1,410 


9.0 


13.7 


1,400 


300 


900 


600 


5.0 


24.2 


12,600 


1.400 


o.OUO 


8,800 


10.7 


16.9 


22,900 


4,400 


10,200 


1^,600 


7.7 


(Bj 


1.700 


200 


600 


2,600 




6.4 


1,200 


200 


300 


300 


2.0 


7.7 


1,100 


200 


300 


100 


1.0 


22.2 


68,600 


11,600 


86,700 


fin fion 




29.0 


4,700 


300 


3,600 




10 7 


23.4 


74 TT.O 


10,000 


76,900 


55 inn 


1 A A 


3.6 




1,000 


1,600 


•1 700 




16.6 


1,600 


200 


1,200 


000 


A 7 


27.6 


3,300 


200 


3,100 


2 500 




*3 A 

fA 


A Ann 

4,400 


600 


800 


.i,ooo 


•2.5 


in R 
1 u.o 


2,o00 


400 


600 


0.2 


1 Q 


1,400 


200 


100 


•1,000 


•7.8 


9.5 


2,600 


300 


400 


.100 


•U.3 


12.9 


22,100 


4,300 


1,700 


2,800 


1.7 






A OAA 

4,000 


26,300 


58,900 


23.9 


40.1 


32,700 


3,200 


21,500 


40,500 


23.2 


41.3 


12,600 


1,400 


6,900 


16,400 


25.7 


4.8 


1,200 


100 


800 


.500 


•4.2 


17.1 


20.200 


3.400 


6,200 


12,900 


7.4 


23.4 


1.200 


100 


500 


1,300 


12.6 


16.6 


19,000 


3,300 


5.700 


11.600 


7.1 


9.5 


6,700 


1,500 


2,'fOO 


•1,100 


•1.6 


6.4 


8,000 


1.500 


1,600 


-1,400 


•2.3 


20.0 


40,900 


7,200 


22,200 


26,400 


6.8 


<B) 


1,000 


100 


300 


800 


(B) 


23.6 


24.400 


3,200 


10.500 


14.500 


9.6 


15.1 


1,800 


100 


700 


200 


1.9 


12.5 


2,800 


400 


700 


200 


1.0 


14.6 


6>200 


600 


600 


800 


1.8 


13.2 


7,300 


1,000 


500 






33.3 


87.100 


9,200 


57,300 


70.500 


15.8 


24.4 


3.400 


300 


1.600 


2.50*^ 


11.0 


18.4 


3.200 


700 


1,100 


1.800 


7.8 


34.6 


80.600 


8,200 


54.500 


66,300 


16.6 


22.8 


600 


300 


500 


2,500 


20.3 


16.1 


3.500 


600 


1,100 


2.200 


7.0 


6.9 


4,000 


300 


800 


-2,200 


•9.6 


(B) 


1.000 


200 


700 


900 


(B) 


14.0 


1.700 


100 


500 


100 


1.0 


19.4 


13,600 


3.200 


5.400 


7.500 


8.2 


27.3 


6.500 


1.200 


2.200 


8,600 


16.7 


26.0 


3.900 


900 


3,500 


8,700 


193 



83 



HISPANIC 



75 



Table 14B. Annual Estimates of the Hispanic Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or More HIspanlcs: 
April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985 



Matropolitan area 


Apn! 1, 
1980 


July 1. 
1981 


July 1. 
1982 


July 1. 
1963 


July 1 . 
1984 


July 1. 
1965 


Percent Hispanic 


1960 


1985 




13,200 


13.900 


14,100 


1 14.900 


15.500 


15,600 


11.9 


12.9 




155,500 


159.000 


161,900 


167.000 


169.400 


172.600 


37.0 


37.6 




14,200 


14,700 


14.900 


15,500 


16.200 


16,700 


2.2 


2.6 




14,900 


15.900 


16.700 


17.600 


19.200 


20.200 


8.6 


10.7 




17»600 


19.000 


20,200 


21.000 


22.200 


24.300 


0,6 


1.0 




6.700 


9,000 


9.000 


9.300 


9.700 


10.100 


3.1 


3.4 


Austin. TX MSA 


94,500 


99.600 


104.100 


109.100 


116.000 


124.400 


17.6 


17.7 


Bakersfiald. CA MSA 


87,400 


94.100 


99.600 


105.400 


109,600 


115.000 


01 7 

C l.f 


24.0 


Baltimore^ MD MSA 


15,700 


16.500 


16,600 


17.100 


17.700 


16 600 


0.7 


0.6 




12,200 


12.600 


13,000 


13.600 


13.900 


13.900 


3.P. 


3.6 


DO910 n* LAwrencB*Qai6 III * LO we w' t3 (iX! 
















MANECMA 


62.900 


68,000 


92,000 


95.500 


99.100 


102,900 


2.3 


2.6 


n-^...^^. .Ill ^ t>_.^tt^^^^ ftAAA 


163,700 


172.400 


160.100 


166,600 


191.400 


194,700 


78.0 


81.0 




9,500 


10.400 


11.600 


12,300 


12,900 


13,600 


10.1 


11.9 


6UFFALC -NIAGARA FALLS, NY CMSA 


14,400 


14,600 


14,600 


15,000 


15.300 


15,600 


1.2 


1.3 




12,700 


13,100 


3,200 


13,300 


13.400 


13,700 


1.3 


1.4 


CHICAGO . •*^KE COUNTY, 
















II .IN.WI i 


w 1 o,r UU 


ecA Ann 


A77 Ann 


7nn Ann 


7m onn 


7R7 inn 


7.8 


9.4 


AiirnrflaPIn MMfiA 






90 Ann 


in Ann 


11 inn 
00. 1 vU 


*iA onn 


6.6 


10.4 


Chlcaflo, ILf*^.SA 


609,300 


539.500 


559.600 


579,500 


606.300 


628,600 


8.4 


10.2 




45,600 


46,100 


46.900 


47,400 


47,400 


47,300 


7.1 


7.5 




14,200 


14.900 


14.800 


15,400 


15,600 


16,600 


4.0 


4.5 




20,100 


21,800 


22,700 


23,600 


24,600 


25.700 


4.6 


5.6 


f^LPUPl ANfXAKRnN.I OR AIM HH HMSA 




OO.QUU 


'iQ nnn 


An nnn 


An onn 


An 7nn 


1 *\ 
1 .0 


1 A 




o'l inn 




OA nnn 


OA fi(\n 


OR inn 

CD, lUU 


OR Ann 


1 9 


1 A 


1 nrflln.PI\/r]fl PMSA 


19 Ann 


*o Ann 


1 0 Ann 


1 0 onn 


10 onn 


1 0 Ann 

i£,OUU 


4.6 


4.7 


OaIataHa .Cnrlnnc UfiA 




oc ann 


OA i^nn 


OA Ann 


OA Ann 


07 onn 


6.0 


7.6 


/VMtMie r^hrleti TV kl'SA 




^RA Ann 


1 7n Ann 




1 7e Ann 




40.6 


50.5 


DALLAS-FORT »VORTH. TX CMSA 


246.100 


264,600 


280.700 


298,100 


320,000 


345,700 


8.4 


9.0 




174,600 


167.500 


196.900 


212,100 


227,400 


244,600 


6.9 


10.5 


Fort Worth-Arllnflton, TX PMSA 


71,600 


77.100 


81.900 


^^000 


92,700 


101,100 


7.4 


6.6 




11,700 


12,000 


12,100 


U,100 


12.200 


12,200 


3.0 


3.2 




173,200 


181.000 


166,900 


191.500 


196.200 


202.900 


10.7 


11.1 




10,100 


10,900 


11,300 


11.700 


12.300 


12,400 


5.3 


5.8 




163.200 


170.200 


175,600 


179.900 


163.900 


190,W 


1 1 A 


1 1 A 

1 1.0 


DETROIT-ANN ARBOR. Ml CMSA 


64,600 


65,200 


65,700 


67.100 


68,900 


/1, 000 


1.4 


1.5 


Detroit, Ml HMSA 


61.400 


61,700 


62,100 


63,300 


64,600 


66,500 


1.4 


1.5 


CI PaBr\ TV UCA 




oiD,1UU 


i^tif cnn 
327, DD' J 


cnn 


4cn Af\n 
3dD,4Q0 


4CA AAA 

359.900 


62.5 


67.5 




6,600 


6,900 


6,800 


6.600 


9.500 


10.200 


5.6 


60 


Fresno, OA MSA 


150.700 


156,700 


165,500 


173,200 


179,300 


166,500 


29.3 


32.7 




12.400 


12,700 


13,100 


13,tOC 


^3,900 


14,200 


2.1 


2.9 




21.000 


21,200 


21,400 


22,500 


23.300 


23,600 


17.0 


17.7 


Hartford-New Britaln-Mlddletown«Bri8lol, 




















43.700 


44,600 


46,000 


47,600 


46,700 


50.100 


4.2 


4.7 


t 1 _ ^ 1. .1. . lit ft A 


47.600 


48,200 


49,600 


51,500 


52,500 


53,900 


6.2 


6.4 


fiOUSTON-GALVESTON-BRAZORIA. 




















446,200 


465.700 


520.600 


544,600 


568,700 


594.600 


14.4 


16.7 


Brazoria. TXPMSA 


22.500 


23.500 


24,300 


25,600 


26,700 


28,000 


13.2 


14.7 


Qatvoston-Texas City. TX PMSA 


23.500 


24,200 


25.600 


26,400 


26.600 


27.600 


12.0 


13.2 


Houston. TX PMSA 


400.200 


438.100 


470.700 


492.600 


515,200 


538,600 


14.6 


17.0 


Jacksonville^ PL MSA 


12.200 


12.400 


12.500 


13.100 


13.900 


14.900 


1.7 


1.6 


Kansas City, MO-KS MSA 


31,600 


32,600 


33.700 


33.900 


35,500 


36,900 


2.2 


2.6 


Kllloen^TempIe, TX MSA 


22,100 


22,900 


22.600 


22,700 


22,900 


23,600 


10.3 


10.9 


Lakeland-Winter Haven. FL MSA 


9,100 


9,700 


9,700 


10.000 


10.600 


10.600 


2.6 


3.0 




12,400 


12,600 


13.100 


13,400 


13.700 


14.100 


2.9 


3.3 


Urado, TX MSA 


92.200 


98,000 


103.300 


107.900 


108.000 


110.100 


92.9 


97,9 




50.700 


53,600 


55.900 


68.900 


61.700 


64.5C? 


52.6 


56.5 


Us Vegas. NV MSA 


34,600 


37,800 


39,700 


40,700 


42.500 


44.300 


7.5 


6.1 
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Table 14A. gjmyes jf 1^^^^ ^;P"lat<on ^L^^^ 10.000 or More HIspanles: July 1. 

18B5, ana womponents of Change Since 1980— Continued 



* Metropolitan area 



LOS ANGELES-ANAHEIM.RIVERSIDE, 
CACMSA 



Anaheim-Santa Ana, OA PMSA 

Los Angelee-long Beach. OA PMSA. 

Cxnard*Vemura, OA PMSA 

Riveralde^San Bernardino, OA PMSA 

Lubbock. TX MSA 

McAiien*Eciinburg*Mi88lon. TX MSA . . 
Mercedi OA MSA 



MIAMLFORT UUDERDALE, FL CMSA . . . . 

Fori LauderdaIe*Hoitywood*Pompano 
Beach, FLPMSA.. 

Mlaml-Hlaleah, FL rMSA 

Midland. TX MSA 

MILWAUKEE-RACINE. W) CMSA 

Milwaukee, Wl PMSA 

Mlnneapoll8«St. Paul, MN-WI MSA 

Modesto, OA MSA 

Naples. FL MSA 

New Haven-WaterburyMerlden, CT NECMA. 
New Orleans, LA MSA 



NEW YORK-NORTHERN NEW JERSEY- 

LONG ISLAND. NY-NJ-CT CMSA 

6efgnn*Passaic. NJ PMSA 

Bridgeport-Stamford-Nofwalk-Danbury. 

CTWECMA 

Jersey City. N J PMSA 

MIddlesex-Somerset-Hunterdon, WJ PMSA . . 

Monmouth-Ocean, NJ PMSA. 

Nassau-Suffolk. NY PMSA 

New York, NY PMSA 

Newark, NJ PMSA 

Orange County, NY PMSA 



Norfolk-Vlrglnia Beach- Newport News, 
VA MSA 



Odessa. TX MSA 

Oklahoma City. OK MSA 

Omaha, NE-IA MSA 

Orlando, FL MSA 

PHILAOELPHIA-WILMINGTON-TRENTON. 
PA-NJ.DE'MDCMSA.... 

Philadelphia, PA-NJ PMSA 

Trenton, NJ PMSA 

' VIneland-MiltvlDe-BHdgeton, NJ PMSA. . . . 



Phoen.A, A2 MSA 

PITTSBURQH-BEAVER VALLEY. PA CMSA. 

Pittsburgh, PA PMSA 

PORTLAND. VANCOUVER. OR-WA CMSA. . 

Portland. OR PMSA 

Providence-Pawtucket-Woonsocket, 
Rl NECMA ! 

Pueblo. CO MSA 

Reno. NV MSA 

Rlcitland-Kennewick-Pasco. WA MSA 



.»uly 1. 
1965 



3,660,200 
3B0.100 
2,742,700 
144.300 
393.000 
47.800 
280.600 
48.900 

816.300 

57,100 
768,200 
16,600 
45,000 
37,600 
25,800 
61,700 
11.600 
29.600 
64.600 

2,345,600 
109.700 

50.600 
168,500 

47,500 

24,400 
120.700 
1.663,900 
147.500 

12,700 



20.900 
35.400 
24,900 
13,400 
34.200 

162.200 
127.600 
12.100 
13,700 

250.100 
11.700 
10.900 
30,100 
26.300 

18.600 
43.700 
12,900 
12,000 



AprlM. 
1980 



2.766,500 
285.900 
2,076,600 
113.700 
290.100 
41,500 
232,000 
33,500 

627.100 

38,700 
668.400 
12,400 
39.900 
33.000 
20.100 
39.400 
9,100 
25,800 
45,800 

2.045.100 
90.300 

44^ 

146.400 
38,500 
20,400 

101,300 
1,467.000 

126.800 
10,900 

16,200 
25,000 
18,000 
11,700 
26.200 

140,200 
1 10.000 
10.500 
12.200 

200.200 
9.200 
8.400 
24.400 
21.300 

14.000 
41.900 
9,200 
9.900 



Change. 1960-85 



Number 



• Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero. 

(B) Indicates that 1S80 population base was less than 10,000. 



693,700 
94.200 

665.900 
30.600 

102.900 
6,300 
48,600 
16.400 

188,200 

18,400 
169.600 
6,400 
5.000 
4.600 
5.700 
12,300 
2.600 
3,600 
6.800 

300,500 
19,400 

6.200 
23.100 

9,000 

4.000 
19,400 
196.900 
20,600 

1.700 

5,700 
10,500 
6.900 
1,700 
9.000 

22.000 
17.600 
1,600 
1,400 

49,dOO 
2,500 
2,500 
5.700 
6,000 

4.600 
1.900 
3,700 
2.100 



Componenta of change 



Percent 


Birtne 


Deaths 


Net migration 


tlonal 


Total 


Pfircant 






09,700 


463.900 


528.100 


19.1 


99 0 


40,cUU 


4,600 


48.200 


63,600 


16.8 




i,9Uv 


4D.Z0O 


364.700 


300,600 


16.6 




4 A nnn 

1D,UUU 


2,100 


12.400 


16,700 


14.7 




AO Rnn 
^c,DUU 


o.oOO 


18,600 


67,100 


23.1 


15.3 


6,500 


700 


Af)n 




1.4 


21.0 


26,700 


6.700 


14.300 


27,700 


11.9 


46.1 


5,200 


700 


4.900 


11,000 


32.d 


30.0 


61,600 


31,300 


143.700 


167 fion 


9A A 


47.4 


3,fi00 


1,400 


4.100 


15,900 


41.2 


26,9 


47,600 


29,900 


139.600 


161,900 


26.8 


51.9 


3,300 


200 


1.000 


3,400 


27.6 


12.6 


5,300 


600 


2,600 


300 


0.8 


13.9 


4,400 


60n 


2,200 


700 


2.1 


28.1 


2,600 


300 


1 fino 


9 Qnn 


10.4 


31.2 


6,400 


600 


4,200 


6,700 


17.0 


(B) 


1.600 


200 


7O0 


1,400 


(B) 


14.9 


3.500 


400 


600 


800 


3.0 


19.2 


5.900 


1,600 


4.600 


4,600 


10.1 


14.7 


234,100 


62,600 


184.400 


118,900 


6.6 


21.6 


11,200 


1,700 


10,200 


0 Qon 


14 n 


14.0 


6,100 


700 


2.200 


900 


2.0 


15.9 


14,400 


4,300 


19.900 


13,000 


6.0 


23.5 


4.400 


700 


3.200 


5,300 


13.9 


19.6 


2,100 


400 




0 OAA 


11.3 


19.1 




9 9nn 


A Ann 


4 0 CAA 

12,000 


12.4 


13.4 


171,200 


39,600 


lOU.^UU 


OR CAA 


4.6 


16.4 


14.600 


2,700 


1 l.VAiU 


A 7AA 


6.6 


15.7 


1.000 


200 


300 


900 


8.2 


37.1 


2.200 


200 


600 


3.600 


23.9 


41.9 


6,400 


500 


1.600 


4,600 


18.6 


38.5 


2,300 


300 


1.600 


4.900 


27.4 


14.7 


1,300 


100 


600 


son 


A R 


36.6 


2.500 


700 


1.600 


7.200 


28.8 


157 


19,300 


2,500 


3.800 


5,200 


3.7 


16.0 


16,200 


2,100 


3,100 


4,500 


4.1 


157 


1,500 


100 


300 


300 


2.8 


11.8 


1,700 


200 


200 




•0.3 


24.9 


31.600 


4.000 


9.400 


22,100 


11.0 


(B) 


1.200 


200 


600 


1.600 


(B) 


(B) 


1,100 


200 


600 


1,600 


(B) 


23.6 


3.700 


300 


1,500 


2.400 


0.7 


2J.7 


3.200 


300 


1.400 


2.100 


10.0 


33.1 


2.000 


200 


2.400 


2,900 


20.7 


4.4 


4.400 


1,100 


100 


-1,400 


-3.4 


(B) 


1,400 


200 


1.300 


2,500 


(B) 


(8) 


1.400 


100 


1.300 


900 


(B) 
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Table 14B. Annual tistimates of the Hispanic Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or liffore HIspanlcs: 
April 1, 1980 to July 1, 198S—Cor inued 



MeuopOliwn wva 


April 1, 
1980 


July 1. 
1981 


1982 


1983 


July 1, 
1984 


July 1. 

1985 


Percent Hispanic 




1980 


1985 


LOS ANG£LES.ANAH£IM.RiV£RSiDE. 






















2.766,500 


2,966.000 


3,135,100 


3,300.900 


3.482,000 


3.660,200 


OA 1 


on *i 






285,900 


307,500 


327,600 


344,800 


382,800 


360,100 


Id n 


17 7 
If./ 






2|076,800 


2.229,300 


2,351,100 


2,475,900 


2.610,900 


2.742.700 










113,700 


121,100 


126,400 


132,200 


138,300 


144.300 




0*^ fi 






290,100 


310,100 


330,100 


AAA AAA 

346,000 


370,100 


393,000 


1R 


0C\ fi 




1 _ ^ ^ 1 . •^V* ft J n A 


41,500 


42,900 


44,400 


45,700 


47,400 


47,600 


19.6 


21.6 






232,000 


244,300 


A^A AAA 

256,600 


287,700 


275,100 


280,600 


61.9 


82.9 






33,500 


A A AAA 

36.200 


36,100 


40,600 


46,000 


48.900 


24.9 


29.8 


. * ; 


MIAMI-FORT LAUDERDALE, FL CMSA 


627,100 


734,600 


753,400 


7"'4.100 


791,700 


615.300 


23.7 


26.3 




Fort LaudendalQ'Hollywood'Pompano 






















38,700 


44.300 


47,800 


50,000 


52,900 


?i7,100 


3.8 


5.1 






588,400 


AAA AAA 

690,300 


^A ^ AAA 

705,600 


724,10*0 


738,700 


758,200 


36.2 


43.0 




Midland, TX MSA 


12,400 


14.200 


16,400 


17,800 


18,300 


18,600 


15.0 


17.6 




MILWAUKEE.RACINE. Wl CMSA 


39,900 


41.000 


41,700 


42,400 


44,100 


45.000 


2.5 


2.9 


"l::- 


Milwaukoe. Wl PMSA 


33,000 


34,000 


34.700 


35,600 


36.900 


37,600 


2.4 


2.7 


■•• ' 


MInneapoil8-St. PauK MN^WI MSA 


20.100 


21,500 


22,900 


23.300 


24,300 


25.600 


0.9 


1.1 




Modtsto. CA MSA 


39,400 


42,400 


44,600 


46.600 


48,900 


51,700 


14.6 


17.3 




Naples, FL MSA 


9,100 


10,100 


10,300 


11.300 


11,600 


11,800 


10.5 


10.3 




Naw Haven-Waterbury*Merlden, CT NECMA . 


25.800 


26.700 


27.300 


27.600 


28,600 


29.600 


3.4 


3.6 




Naw Orleans. LA MSA 


45.600 


49.000 


SliOOO 


52.300 


63.500 


54.600 


3.6 


4.1 




NEW YORK-NORTHERN NEW JERSEY- 


















•f-.r- 


LONG ISLAND. NY'NJ-CT CMSA 


2,045.100 


2.124,500 


2,170,900 


2,227,700 


2,288.800 


2,345,600 


11.7 


13.2 






90.300 


95.700 


98.600 


102,500 


106,200 


109,700 


7.0 


6.0 




6rid9eport*Stamford-NofwaIk«Danburyi 


44,600 


46,300 


47,200 


46,100 


49.400 


50,800 




ft 0 






145,400 


A AAA 

156,300 


159,500 


^ A AAA 

162,300 


165,700 


0n ^ A A 

166,500 


26.1 


30.0 




Mlddlesex-SoiDerseMHunterdon, NJ PMSA. . 


38,500 


41,000 


42,500 


43,700 


45,700 


47,500 


4.0 


5.1 






20,400 


21.400 


21,800 


22,200 


23,400 


24,400 


2.4 


o c 

2.0 




Nassau-Suffolk, NY PMSA 


101,300 


106,700 


109,900 


113,800 


117.600 


120,700 


3.9 


4.6 


*T . 




1.467.000 


1.513.600 


1,543,900 


1.583.800 


1.626,300 


1.663.900 


17.7 


198 


. -V 




126.800 


132.600 


135,400 


13P.000 


142,200 


147,500 


6.7 


7.9 






in onn 


1 1 nnn 


1 1 |OUw 




19 *if^ 


15 7nn 


4.2 


4.6 




Norfolk-Vlrginia Beach»Newport News, 


















■ -.i 




15.200 


16.800 


16,200 


19.200 


A A AAA 

20.300 


AA AAA 

20,900 


1 9 


1 ft 




^\ J ^ _^ ^»v/ 


25,000 


A A AAA 

28,900 


A f\ AAA 

32,200 


A A AAA 

32.900 


AA AAM 

33.900 


35,400 


o^ ft 

^ 1 .o 


07 ft 






18.000 


19,200 


20.700 


21.900 


20,700 


24,900 


2.1 


2.6 




A1P> tA ftJ#^A 


11.700 


12,400 


13,000 


1 2.900 


13,200 


13,400 


2.0 


2.2 




Orlando. FL MSA 


25.200 


27.600 


29.000 


30,900 


33.000 


34,200 


3.6 


4.1 


k 


PHILADELPHIA-WILMINGTON-TRENTON, 




















M A All ft J ¥^ ^Sh. J n A 


4 A A AAA 

140,200 


144,900 


149,100 


4 A A A A 

162,300 


157,300 


AAA AAA 

162.200 


2.5 


2.8 


■-A 
•'t 




110.000 


113,900 


117,300 


119.800 


123.500 


A A V A A 

127,600 


2.3 


2.7 


■J 

jtr. 


Trenton, NJ PMSA 


10.500 


10.900 


11,300 


11.300 


11.800 


12,100 


3.4 


3.9 




Vlneland-Miitvide-Bridgeton. NJ PMSA 


12.200 


12,400 


12,700 


13.100 


13.400 


13,700 


9.2 


1C.2 


■'^ 


Rwnlx, A2 MSA 


200.200 


211,500 


220.300 


228.900 


2tS'6300 


260,100 


13.3 


13.8 




PinSBURGH-BEAVER VALLE^ PA CMSA . 


9.200 


9,500 


9.900 


10.800 


11.400 


11.700 


0.4 


0.5 


■i 




6,400 


8.700 


9,100 


9,900 


10.600 


10.900 


0,4 


0.5 




PORTLAND-VANCOUVER. OR-WA CMSA. . . 


24.400 


26.600 


26.600 


27.300 


28.900 


30,100 


1,9 


2.2 




Portland, OR PMSA 


21.300 


22,200 


23,300 


23.700 


25,100 


26.300 


1.9 


2.3 


■ ■> 


Provldence-Pawtucket-Woonsocket. 






















14.000 


14.900 


15«900 


16«600 


17.700 


18.600 


1.6 


2.1 




Pueblo, CO MSA 


41.900 


42.300 


42«eoo 


43.400 


43,500 


43.700 


33.2 


35.3 


\ 


Reno. NV MSA 


9.200 


10.200 


11,100 


11.800 


12.400 


12.900 


4.8 


6.0 






9«9U0 


11.300 


11.500 


11.600 


12.000 


12,000 


6.8 


8.0 
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Table 14A. Estimates of the Hinpanic Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10»000 or More Hispanlcs: July 1. 
1985, and Components of Change Since 1980*-Continued 



MetropollUin area 



Rochester, NY MSA 

Sacramento, CA MSA 

bnglnaw-Bay City-Midlend, Ml MSA . 

St. Louie. MO*IL MSA 

Salem, OR MSA 

Salinae-Seaside-Monterey, CA MSA . 

Salt Uke CIty-Ogden, UT MSA 

San Angelo. TX MSA 

San Antonio, TX MSA 

San Diego, CA MSA 

SAN FRANCISCO-OAKLAND* 

SAN JOSE.CACMSA 

Oakland, CA PMSA 

San Francisco, CA PMSA 

San Jose. CA PMSA 

Santa Cruz, CA PMSA 

Santa Rofia«F6ta!uma« CA PMSA . . 

Vatleio-Falrfleld-Napa. CA PMSA . . 
Santa Barbara^Santa Maria-Lompoc, 

CAMSA VT. 



Santa Fe. NM MSA 

SEATTLG-TACOMA. WA CMSA . . 

Seattle. WA PMSA 

Tacoma. WA PMSA 

Springfield. MA NECMA 

Stockton. CA MRA 

Tampa*St. '^atersburg-Clearwrvter, 

FLMSA 7 

Tol-do. OH MSA 

Tucson, A2 MSA 

Tulsa. OK MSA 



Victoria, TX MSA 

Visalla-Tuleie-Portervtlle. CA MSA . . . 

Waco. TX MSA 

Washington. DC-MD-V^ MSA 

West Palm Beach*Boca Raton*Delray 

Beach, FL MSA 

Wichita, KS MSA 

Worcestor*FitchburgvLeominster, 
MA NECMA 

Yakima, WA MSA 

Yuba City. CA MSA 



July 1, 
1985 


April 1. 
1980 


Change. 1990*85 


Components of change 


Numtdr 


Percent 


Births 




Net migration 


inivfnaiioriQi 


lOiai 


Percent 


19,000 


17,800 


1,200 


6.9 


2,300 


300 


200 


•800 


-4.3 


127.200 


103.200 


24,000 


23.3 


11,800 


2,300 


4.900 


14.500 


14.1 


16,000 


15,600 


600 


b.6 


2.200 


200 


100 


•1,400 


•8.9 


20.100 


17,300 


2,800 


16.5 


1.800 


400 


900 


1,400 


6.2 


12.900 


10.800 


2,100 


9.8 


1,400 


200 


900 


900 


7,9 


go AAfl 




24.100 


S2.1 


11,200 


1.400 


11.500 


14.200 


19.0 


52.100 


44.200 


8,000 


1B.0 


6,200 


700 


1,300 


2.500 


5.7 


22,300 


18,100 


4,200 


23.2 


3.200 


400 


600 


1.400 


7.9 


567 500 


465 400 


82,100 


16.9 


58,800 


14.100 


11.700 


37.400 


7.7 


358.200 


274,100 


64,100 


30.7 


36.500 


5.600 


04 AM 
OC,*ffUw 


InQ AAA 




775.100 


649,300 


125.800 


19.4 


73.000 


15.300 


CA Ann 
O4,U00 


061IOO 


10.5 


216.000 


180.600 




1Q 7 


1 ' , 1 WW 


A Ann 
4,4UU 


4 0 Ann 


22.800 


12.7 






24 700 

*»*t, f WW 


16 n 

1 w.w 


^A Ann 




20,200 


15.000 


9.1 


267.300 


224,600 


42,600 


1 O.l 


Ow.Qww 


A *>nn 


13.900 


16.300 


7.3 


36.900 


27,200 


9!700 


35.7 


4.900 


500 


3,900 


5.300 


19.5 


25.000 


19,700 


5,300 


26.9 


2.600 


400 


1,700 


3.100 


15.9 


40.700 


^ 32,800 


7.900 


24.2 


3,200 


700 


2.300 


5.400 


16.5 


^^9.600 


55.100 


lit Ann 


2a 1 


7,700 


1,200 


4.700 


7.800 


14.3 


46.600 


44.500 


4,300 


9.6 


3.600 


1,300 


200 


1,900 


4.4 


52.200 


42.700 


8 500 




A onn 

w,cwU 


f uo 


1.800 


4,000 


9.3 


of .<>Uv 




7,100 


23.4 


4,500 


500 


1,600 


3,100 


10.3 


15.000 


12.500 


2.500 


19.6 


1,700 


100 


300 


900 


6.8 


27,600 


23.700 


3,800 


16.2 


3»300 


300 


300 


800 


3.3 


82.200 


65.500 


16,700 


25.5 


9.000 


1,700 


4.100 


9,300 


14.3 


94.500 


77,800 


16,700 


21.4 


6,900 


3,700 


3.900 


13,500 


17.4 


17.100 


15,900 


1.200 


7.3 


1,9U0 


200 


300 


•500 


•3.2 


131 600 


1 1 2 1 on 


19,700 


17,5 


14.600 


2.700 


3.200 


7.800 


7.0 


11.900 


6.800 


3,100 


(B) 


1.300 


200 


500 


2.000 


<B) 


25.400 


21,200 


4,100 


19.4 


3.800 


600 


300 


900 


4.0 


94.300 


73,600 


20,700 


28.2 


12.400 


1.700 


6,900 


10.000 


13.6 


16,100 


14,600 


3.500 


23.6 


2,600 


400 


700 


1.200 


8.1 


121,300 


89.600 


31,600 


35.6 


13,800 


1.800 


15,700 


19.800 


22.1 


37.800 


27,300 


10.600 


38.8 


3.300 


900 


4.100 


6.100 


20.€ 


12,800 


11,000 


1,700 


15.7 


1,600 


200 


900 


400 


3.2 


14.600 


12,500 


2.100 


17.0 


1,800 


100 


400 


500 


3.9 


31.000 


25,400 


6.300 


24.6 


2,900 


400 


3.400 


3.800 


15.1 


12.600 


10,100 


2,500 


24.8 


1.400 


200 


1.000 


1,300 


13.2 



• Represents rero or a number which rounds to z^to. 

(B) Indicates that 1980 population base wad loss than 10.000 
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IS- . ble 14B. Annual Estimates of the Hispanic Population .'or Metropolitan Areas with 10,OQO or More HIspanlcs: 
April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985-~Continued 



Metropolitan urea 


April 1. 

ASA 


July 1, 

1991 


July 1, 

4aoQ 

iao2 


Julyl, 

4 AOO 


July 1. 

I0O4 


July 1, 

1895 


Percent Hispanic 


1980 


1985 


Rochester. NY MSA 


17,800 


18,100 


18,400 


18,700 


18.900 

1 w .www 


19.000 


1.8 


1.9 


Sflcramsnto. CA MSA 


1 03.200 

i WW|Ve W 


109,000 


114,800 


119,200 


123,000 


127,?00 


9.4 


10.1 


SfloInaW'Bav Citv*M{dland. Ml MSA « 


15,500 


16,500 


15.300 


15,600 


15,900 


16.000 


3.7 


3.9 


St. Louis. MO-IL MSA 


17,300 


17,900 


18,600 


18,700 


* 9,500 


20,100 


0.7 


0.8 


Salfim OR MSA 


10,600 


1 1 ,400 


11,600 


11,900 


12,600 


12,900 


4.3 


5.0 


•Salina8'SdasId6*Montor6y, CA MSA. .«.-... 


75,000 


61,300 


85,200 


89,400 


94,700 


99,000 


25.8 


30.3 


Salt Lake Cltv-Oaden. UT MSA 


44,200 


46.300 


47,900 


49,900 


51.200 


62.100 


' 4.0 


5.1 


&in AmsAfA MSA 


1A 100 


Ifi 900 


20 100 


21 100 

£1,1 w 


21 fiOfl 


22 300 


21.3 


23.3 




485,400 


602,900 


618,500 


538,100 


550.500 


667,500 


45.3 


46.5 




874,100 


293,800 


309,700 


326,500 


340,300 


356,200 


14.7 


16.6 




















a^NJOSE CACMSA 


649.300 


675.700 


696900 

Www, 9 WW 


723,700 


748 600 


775.100 


12.1 


13.2 


Oakiand CA PMSA 


180.500 


187,400 


193,400 


199.200 


206.400 

WW. ~ w 


216000 

1 v,wvw 


10.2 


11.1 


San Ffanclsco. CA PMSA 


164,500 


169,700 


174,100 


160.700 


185,600 


1 69.200 


11.1 


12 0 

1 Cw 


San Josa. CA PMSA 


224,600 


234,100 


242,600 


251,000 


258 600 

fcww,WWW 


267,300 


17.3 


189 


Saii(& Cmt CA PMSA 


27 200 


28 BOO 


90 fiOO 


32 fiOO 


9d 900 


9fi900 
ww.trvv 


14.6 


17.3 






on if\t\ 


04 fiAA 


00 AAA 

c2.O0U 


00 AAA 
2J,O00 


c9,000 


6.6 


7.4 






JD,1UU 


OA Al\A 


07 AAA 


OA AAA 


AA 7AA 

40, rUU 


9.6 


10.7 


9tinia 0ani}ara*9anis iviana*LonipoCr 




















55,100 


56,000 


60,600 


63.200 


66.100 


69,500 


in A 


91 A 
CI .4 


Santa Fe NM MSA 


44,500 


45,200 


45.900 


47,100 


48 .£00 


48.800 

~w,w vw 


47.8 


47.1 


SEATTLE'TACOf^A. WA CMSA 


42,V0O 


45,400 


46.900 


47,700 


49,600 


52,200 


2.0 


2.3 


Seaitio, WA PMSA 


30,100 


3*, 700 


32.800 


33,800 


36.400 


37,200 


1.9 


2.1 


Tacoma. WA PMSA 


12,500 


13,700 


14,200 


13,900 


14.400 


16,000 


2.6 


2.8 


SnrinnriAtri MA NPCMA 


2*5 700 


2A fioo 


2S000 


Oti ann 

■•V,Oww 


2j) 700 


27fi00 


A 1 


A 7 


CtAAWfAM r*A kJQA 


DDfDUU 




70 AAA 


7C 7f\A 


7A 7*kA 


AO OAA 


16.U 


20.2 


1 anipaoT. rerersouru'wiiiarwawri 


















FL MSA 


77 AOO 


A2 AOO 


Afi 100 

VW, 1 WW 


Ad 600 


on 700 

W, 'WW 


Oi soo 


4.8 


6.0 




1D,ouU 


4A Af\r\ 


4 A AAA 

10,000 


4A AAJl 

10,400 


4 A AAA 


4 7 4nn 

17,100 


2.6 


2.8 






1 1 r .000 


4 OA AAA 


4 04 AAA 
1 ^4,O0U 


4 OA AAA 


*10 4 AAA 


21.1 


22.1 




8,600 


9,700 


i\uOO 


11,300 


11,600 


11,900 


1.3 


1.6 


Victoria. TX MSA. 


21,200 


22700 


23.900 


24,300 


24,600 


25,400 


30.9 


33.0 


Vlaalla-Tulare-Portervllle, CA MSA 


73.600 


76,200 


82.200 


66,300 


90.400 


94.300 


29.9 


34.1 


Waco. TX MSA 


14,600 


15,400 


15.600 


16.400 


17,600 


18,100 


8.6 


9.9 


Washinoton. DC-MD-VA MSA 


89,500 


97.100 


103,000 


108.600 


114,800 


121,300 


2.8 


3.4 


Weat Palm 6each*6oca Ratort*DoIray 


















Beach. FLMSA 


27.300 


32.100 


33,400 


34,300 


36,000 


37.800 


4.7 


5.2 


Wichita. KS MSA 


11.000 


11i400 


11.700 


11.800 


12,500 


12.800 


2.7 


W.0 


Worcestor*Fitchburg*Leomln8t6r, 


















MANECMA...... 


12,600 


13,100 


13,300 


13,500 


14,200 


14.600 


19 


2.2 


Yakima, WA MSA 


25>400 


26.600 


27,500 


29,400 


30," jO 


31.600 


14.7 


17.3 


Yuba City, CA MSA 


10.100 


10.700 


11.100 


11.600 


12.000 


12.600 


9.9 


11.4 
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Table Estimates of the Hispanic Population for Selected Counties: July 1, 1985» and Components of 
Change Since 1980 



County 



Maricopa County, AZ . . . . 

Pima County, AZ 

Alamoda County, CA 

Contra Costa County, CA . 

Fresno County, CA 

Kem County, CA 

Lo3 Angolan County, CA. . 
Montawy County, CA . . . , 
Orange County, CA 



RtversWo County, CA 

Sacramonto County, CA . . . 
San Bernardino County, CA , 

San Oiogo County, CA 

San Francisco County, CA . . 
San Joaquin County, CA . . . , 

San Matoo County, CA 

Santa Barbara County* CA . , 
Santa Clara County, CA . . . , 



Tulare County, CA , 

Ventura County, CA . . . . 

Denver County, CO 

Pueblo County. CO 

Fairfield County, CT . . . . 
Hartford Counti, CT . . . . 
Broward County, FL . . . , 

Dade County, Ft 

Hillsborough County, FL . 
Honolulu County, HI ... . 

Cook County, It 

Lake County, IN 

Suffolk County, MA 

Wayne County, Ml 

Essex County, NJ 

Hudson County, NJ 

Passaic County, NJ 

Union County, NJ 

Bernalillo County. NM . . . 
Dona Ana County, NM . . 



Bronx County. NY 

Kings County, NY 

Nscisau Coum/, NY 

New York County, NY... 
Queens County. NY ... . 

Suffolk County. NY 

Westchester County. NY. 
Philadelphia County, PA . 

Bexar County. TX 

Cameron County, TX, , . . 

Dallas County, TX 

El Paso County, TX 

Harris County, TX 

Hidalgo County, TX 

Lubbock County, TX . . . . 

Nueces County, TX 

Tarrant County, TX 

Travis County, TX 

Webb County, TX 



July 1, 
lUoo 


April 1, 
toon 


Change, 1960*85 


Components of chango 


Number 


Percent 


Girths 


Deaths 


Net migration 


Internationa) 


Total 


Percent 


9sn inn 


con oon 


49,600 


24.9 


31,800 


4,000 


9.400 


22,100 


11.0 


iqi nnn 

1 0 1 .www 


119 inn 


19.700 


17.5 


14,600 


2.700 


*5 9nn 


r,OUU 


7,0 


1 tw.OvV 


19R flnn 


23,100 


16.3 


12,400 


3,2C0 


6,500 


13,900 


11.1 




R4 fines 

w*t.wwv 


19 snn 


9*? n 


A 7nn 


1 onn 


3,500 


9,000 


16.5 


1 8fi snn 


1 sn ynn 

1 wU,r Vw 


C6.800 


23.6 


24,400 


3,200 


10.500 


14,500 


9.6 


115,000 


87,400 


27,600 


31.6 


15,600 


2,100 


6,20^ 


14,100 


16.1 


2.742,700 


2,076.600 


665,900 


32.1 


321,500 


46,200 


384,700 


390,600 


18.6 


99,000 


75,000 


24,100 


32.1 


11.200 


1,400 


11,500 


14,200 


19.0 


380,100 


285,900 


64,200 


32.9 


45,200 


4,600 


48,200 


53,800 


18.8 


1 71 nnn 


19d RAH 


46,400 


37.2 


20,000 


2,900 


9,800 


29.300 


23.5 


QD inn 


7p 9nn 


16,100 


25.1 


6.200 


1,700 


2.700 


11.600 


16.1 


POP nnn 


4ee cnn 

1 WW, www 


56.600 


34.2 


22,500 


3,700 


A Ann 

w,OUU 


Of ,OUU 


22.0 


9SR pnn 


P74 inn 


64,100 


30.7 


36,500 


6,500 


32.400 


53,000 


19.3 


91 snn 


fid snn 


A nnn 


d s 

w.w 


7 nnn 


1 9nn 


11,100 


4.200 




pnn 


AS snn 


16,700 


25.5 


6,000 


1,700 


4.100 


9,300 


14.3 


87,400 


72,200 


15,100 


21.0 


7.100 


1.600 


8,200 


9,600 


13.2 


69.500 


55,100 


14.400 


26.1 


7,700 


1,200 


4700 


7,900 


14.3 


267,300 


224,600 


42.600 


10.0 


30,600 


4,300 


13,900 


16,300 


7.3 


94,300 


79 enn 

r w,wwW 


20,700 


28.2 


12,400 


1,700 


6,900 


10,000 


13.6 


144 snn 


119 7nn 

1 1 W, f WW 


30,600 


26.9 


16,000 


2.100 


12,400 


16,700 


147 


102 700 

1 Vi*, t WW 


oc,w. / 


10,400 


11.3 


11,900 


2,300 


4.400 


800 


09 


43,700 


41 Qnn 

t 1 ,ouw 


1,900 


4.4 


4,400 


1,100 


inn 


•1 4nn 


•w.*» 


50 800 

*#W, WW 


44,600 


6,CO0 


14.0 


6,100 


700 


2,200 


900 


2.0 


46.600 


41 100 

■#1,1 WW 


5,600 


14.0 


5 600 


Ann 

www 


600 


500 


1.2 


57*100 


9fi 7nn 

WW, f WW 


16,400 


47.4 


3!600 


1,400 


4,100 


15,900 


41.2 


758,200 


568,400 


169,600 


26.9 


47,800 


29.900 


139.600 


151.900 


26.6 


'5,400 


63,300 


12,100 


19.1 


5.700 


3,200 


2,900 


9.600 


15.1 


b3,900 


47,600 


6,300 


13.2 


7.300 


1.000 


500 




• 


60? 600 

WW^'.WWw 


4dn 4nn 


113,300 


23.1 


71,600 


9.600 


74,500 


51.500 


10.5 


44 inn 

■•■C i 1 wW 


4*9 inn 


1,100 


2.5 


4,200 


1.000 


1,600 


•2.200 


«5.0 


47,100 


9fi snn 


6,600 


<:2.9 


6,200 


700 


4,400 


3.300 


6.5 


4n inn 

■•U. 1 WW 


dnn 

WW,C'WW 


2.000 


5.1 


5.200 


1,100 


1 inn 

1 , 1 WW 


c9 inn 


*w.w 


63 600 

WW|WWV 


74 Ann 


9,0(0 


12.0 


9.100 


1,600 


5,100 


1.400 


1.9 


iflfi snn 

1 Ww.wWw 


14S 4nn 


P^ 10Q 

Cw, 1 WW 


IS Q 

1 w.o 


14 4nn 


4 9nn 


10,900 


13.000 


6.9 


7S Rnn 

r w.wUU 


A1 Qnn 


13,600 


22.0 


6,900 


1,000 


7.300 


5,700 


9.2 


46.200 


39.500 


6,700 


22.1 


4.500 


600 


4,900 


5.200 


13.1 


172,800 


155,500 


17,400 


11.2 


16.400 


4,000 


3.000 


5.000 


3.2 


64,500 


50,700 


13,800 


27.3 


6.500 


1,200 


2,200 


6,500 


167 


A AO Ann 


qf%Q inn 


46,600 


11.6 


46.900 


10700 


14,200 


10,400 


2.6 


AfiA iAA 


10^ Ann 


39,300 


9.9 


47,400 


9.300 


26,000 


1,200 


0.3 


wO.OwU 


A'i inn 


10,500 


24.5 


4.000 


1,000 


4,900 


7,600 


17.5 


qvA enn 

w r w,wV/w 


*iots nnn 


40,400 


12.0 


37700 


11,200 


49,700 


13,900 


4.1 


O 1 r , r WW 


9AQ Anr\ 


64,300 


20.6 


32.000 


8700 


34,500 


29,000 


11,0 


A7 inn 

w r , 1 w\/ 


wO,cUU 


8,900 


15.2 


5.000 


1«200 


1.900 


.5,000 


6.6 


53,50J 


44,600 


8,600 


19.8 


4.300 


900 


4,500 


5.600 


12.3 


67,400 


60,000 


7.500 


12.4 


6,500 


1.400 


1.400 


300 


06 


543,700 


464,700 


79.000 


17.0 


66,200 


13.600 


11.?00 


36.400 


» 


194,700 


163700 


31,000 


16.9 


22.900 


4,400 


10,200 


12.600 


7.7 


213,300 


153.600 


59.600 


36.6 


29,400 


2.900 


20,100 


33.200 


21.6 


359*900 


269.900 


60.000 


20.0 


40,900 


7.200 


22.200 


26.400 


8.8 


469,400 


367.500 


121,900 


33.2 


74.700 


7.500 


52.200 


54,600 


14.9 


260.600 


232,000 


48.600 


£1.0 


26,700 


5,700 


14.300 


27,700 


11.9 


47.800 


41,500 


6.300 


1G.3 


6.500 


700 


600 


600 


1.4 


149.500 


132.000 


17.500 


13.2 


16,200 


3,600 


i.;oo 


2.900 


22 


94.500 


67,400 


27.100 


40.2 


11.900 


1.300 


6,400 


16,500 


24.5 


95,400 


72,400 


23.000 


31.8 


11.200 


1,400 


2.800 


13,200 


18.2 


110,100 


92,200 


17.900 


19.4 


13,600 


3.200 


5.400 


7,600 


6.2 



' Represents zgio or a nun^bar which rounde to zero. 
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Table 15B. Annual Estimatea of the Hispanic Population for Selected Counties: April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985 



County 


April 1, 
19B0 


July 1, 
1981 


July 1. 
1982 


1983 


July 1. 
1984 


July 1. 
1985 


Percent Hispanic 


1980 


1985 


Maricopa County. AZ 


200.200 


211,500 


220.300 


228,900 


238.600 


260.100 




13.6 




112,100 


117,300 


120.800 


124,800 


128.600 


131.800 


21. i 


nn 4 
22.1 




126.900 


130.400 


134.600 


138,700 


143.000 


146.900 


11.4 


122 




54,600 


67,000 


58,800 


60,600 


63.600 


67.100 


8.3 


9.2 


Fresno County. OA 


160,700 


158,700 


165.500 


173,200 


179.300 


186.600 


29.3 


327 




67,400 


94.100 


99.800 


105,400 


109.800 


115,000 


21.7 


24.5 




2.076,600 


2.229,300 


2.351.100 


2,475,900 


2.610.900 


2,742.700 


27.6 


33.0 




75,000 


81,300 


85.200 


89,400 


94.700 


99.000 


25.6 


30.3 


Orflnda Countv CA 


285 600 


307 500 


327 fiOO 

wC r .www 


*iAA onn 

w*»»#.OWw 


nan AOn 

WW£|WWW 


lAn inn 


14.6 


177 




124,600 


134,300 


143.400 


151,500 


162,200 


171,000 


lO.O 


2u.o 




72.200 


76.500 


81.100 


84.900 


87.900 


tiO.400 


O fi 


4^4 

10.1 




165,600 


176,700 


186,600 


196.400 


207.800 


222.000 


10.9 


nn o 
2U.0 




274,100 


293.600 


309,700 


326,500 


340.300 


358.200 


14.7 


18.6 




63,500 


65,100 


85,700 


88,800 


91.100 


91,600 


12.3 


127 




66.500 


69.600 


72,600 


75,700 


78.700 


82,200 


18.9 


20.2 




72,200 


75,400 


76,900 


81,700 


84.200 


87,400 


12.3 


14.0 




55.100 


58,000 


60,600 


63,200 


66.100 


69.600 


18.4 


21.4 




224.600 


234,100 


24P,600 


251,000 


258.800 


267,300 


17.3 


18.9 




73,600 


78,200 


82.200 


86,300 


90.400 


94.300 


nA o 
29.8 


34.1 




113,700 


121.100 


126,400 


132.200 


138,300 


144.300 


nA £ 
21.9 


nn A 
23.0 




92.300 


96,100 


96,800 


99.400 


100.300 


102.700 


10.7 


nn 4 
20.1 




41,900 


42,300 


42.800 


43,400 


43.500 


43.700 


33.2 


35.3 




44.600 


46,300 


47,200 


48,100 


49.400 


60.800 


5.6 


6.2 




41,100 


41,900 


43.000 


44,600 


45.500 


48.800 


6.1 


6.8 




38,700 


44,300 


4/,800 


50.000 


52.900 


67.100 


3.8 


6.1 




66B,40U 


690.300 


706,600 


724,100 


736,700 


758.200 


36.2 


43.0 




63,300 


66,900 


69,400 


72,400 


73,100 


75.400 


9.6 


10.2 




47,600 


48,200 


49,600 


61.600 


52,500 


53.900 


6.2 


6.4 




490,400 


519,100 


538,300 


557,100 


583.100 


603.800 


8.3 


4 4^ 

11.4 




43,100 


43,300 


43,900 


44,200 


44.200 


44.100 


0.2 


O.B 




38.300 


40,700 


42,300 


44,000 


46.600 


47.100 




7 4 

7.1 




36,200 


37,800 


38,100 


38,500 


39,000 


40.100 


1.D 


1.0 




74.600 


76,900 


78,200 


79,700 


81,100 


83,600 


8.8 


10.0 




145.400 


156,300 


169,500 


162,300 


165.700 


168.600 


281 


30.0 




61,900 


65,600 


67,800 


70,300 


73.000 


75.600 


13/> 


16.6 




39,500 


42,700 


43,800 


45,200 


46.400 


48.200 


7.8 


9.6 




155,600 


159,000 


161,900 


167.000 


189.400 


172.800 


37.0 


37.8 




50,700 


53,500 


55.900 


58.900 


61,700 


34,600 


52.6 


56.6 




396,100 


405,*»00 


412.900 


423,900 


433,100 


442.600 


nn o 


no 4 
J0.1 




394,600 


402,/ K) 


406,000 


415,400 


^26.c00 


434.100 


4 7 9 


4 A 

18.3 




43,100 


48.200 


47,600 


49.700 


51,700 


53.600 


n n 
J.J 


4.1 




336.000 


345,300 


350.500 


359.000 


367.700 


376.500 


23.6 


26.6 




263,400 


279,800 


289.800 


299,500 


309.400 


317,700 


13.9 


18.6 


Suffolk County, NY 


56.200 


60,500 


62,300 


64,200 


65.800 


67.100 


4.5 


5.1 




44.600 


46,700 


48,200 


49,900 


51,500 


53.600 


5.1 


6.2 


Phltadeiphia County. PA 


60.000 


62.100 


63,300 


64,400 


66.300 


67,400 


0.6 


4.1 


fiaxflf Countv TX 


464,700 


4fi1 600 

■to 1 ,www 


dQ6 QOO 

■tOwi9ww 


w 1 w.vww 


i97 300 
tjc r .www 


wlw. r WW 


47.0 


48.6 




163700 


172,400 


180.100 


186,800 


191.400 


194.700 


76.0 


81.0 




153.600 


185,400 


175.300 


186.500 


199.400 


213.300 


9.9 


12.1 




299.900 


316,100 


327,500 


339.600 


350.400 


359.900 


62.5 


67.5 




367.500 


402.800 


431,600 


449,700 


469.300 


489.400 


16,3 


18.0 




232.000 


244.300 


256.600 


267,700 


275.100 


280.600 


81.9 


62.9 




41.500 


42.900 


44.400 


45.700 


47.400 


47.B00 


19.6 


21.8 




132.000 


136.200 


141,200 


144,100 


146.300 


149.500 


49.2 


60.8 




67,400 


72,500 


76.800 


80.700 


86.600 


94.500 


7.8 


9.2 




72.400 


76.400 


80,600 


84.300 


89.200 


96.400 


17.3 


177 


Webb County, TX 


92,200 


98.000 


103.300 


107.900 


108.000 


110.100 


92.9 


97.9 
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